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SUMMARY 
Background 

In 1973 the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation announced a program for improving 
and expanding dental education concerning treatment' of the handicapped. , Selected 
dental schools would receive funding during the years 1974 to 1978. Of the 
forty dental schools submitting proposals, eleven were selected by a committee 
of the American Fund for Dental Health to receive the funding. 

Educational Testing Service was asked to undertake an evaluation of the 
program, to determine its effectiveness in achieving the stated goals. Various 
kinds of evaluative measures were employed, including measures of the appropriate 
technical knowledge for handicapped care, and attitudinal reports about treatment 
of handicapped persons in actual practice. These measures were applied to dental 
students who graduated before the funding became effective, and then again to 
students in the years 1975 through 1978, while the program was in operation. 

A second part of the evaluation efforr was a follow-up survey of the 
graduates of the eleven target schools in the years 1974, 1976, and 1978, in 
each case two years after graduation, in order to determine the nature and 
extent of the handicapped patients in their practice. 

Data from these sources were supplemented by observations made during site 
visits to the schools. In addit^n, graduates of ten schools which had not 
been funded v;ore surveyed in 1978 and 1980. 

Separate sections of this report detail results from the data gathered on 
students in school as well as that from the follov/-up surveys. This section is 
intend^'d to serve as an introduction, to summarize the conclusions, to add some 
information derived from the site visits, to voice caution about interpretation 
Of the data, and finally, to offer suggestions that may prove useful to future 
prof.raras of a similar nature. 
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Findings 

1. The schools did provide increased instruction concerning handicapped 
care, both didactic and clinical, during the course of the programs, 
than had been provided to the students who graduated in 1974* They 
also provided more such instruction than did a group of schools which 
did not receive funding. 

2. During the course of the program, the students reported increased 
confidence in their ability to treat handicapped patients with 
moderately complex dental problems. 

3. There was a measurable increase in knowledge of dentistry for the 
handicapped during the course of the project. 

A. The 1976 and 1978 graduates of funded schools reported seeing more 
types of handicapped patients in thi^ir practices than had the 1974 
graduata;^. However, the 1976 and 1978 . graduates of non-funded schools 
^ had .pra,C|i'^i3 prof iles very similar to^^those from the funded schools. 

5. There is some evidence that "hands on" experience is particularly 
important. Thosfe students ^ho reported that they had treated 2 or 
more patients with a particular handicap were somewhat more likely 
to report in their later practice o.ffice treatment of patients with 
that handicap. 

6. Site vitfits in 1979 to the 9 schools whose funded programs were con- 
cluded in 1978 showed that each of the schools were honoring their 
commitment to continue the program with their own resources. In 
several schools the auxiliary staff had been reduced somewhat, but 
the eooentialo of the program were continued. 
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7. Measured knowledge of dental treatment of the handicapped' showed little 
relationship to actual decisions — such as amount and extent — in the 
dentists' practice after graduation. 

Discussion 

There are several points that should be kept in mind both in reviewing^ 
the findings from this study, and' in considering future programs of this type. 

Each of the dental schools were required to include in its proposal to the 
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation an agreement to cooperate with an evaluation 
study. The evaluation, however, was not designed until after the schools' 
proposals had been submitted. Several of the schools could not impose require- 
meq,ts on the students which had not been included in their catalog at the time 
thoy enrolled. Thus, the students could only be asked to^articipate, not 
required. If this had been foreseen, itimight have been possible to require 
that proposals include a pledge of cooperation by current students. In any 
event, it is desirable that evaluatidh plans for future projects be developed 
before proposals are solicited from the schools. 

In evaluating the data from this project, particularly comparisons between 
funded and non-funded schools, there should be explicit recognition that the. 
project had an impact on unfunded as well as funded schools. The more than AO 
schoblfl which 'submitted proposals had to make an extensive review of their 
activities in the area, as well as consider what changes they would like to 
make. This review process in itself quite possibly caused some substantive 
changes, even though no' foundation funds were provided. 

Further, the projett had high visibility throughout its existence and 
uiidoubtedly affected oXher schools through informal exchange of information. 
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Thus, while fiscal constraints undoubtedly kept the non-funded^^chools from 
doing as much as the funded schools, the existence of the program very likely 
created some beneficial changes beyond the eleven locations. 

During the 1979 site visbts, several project directors voiced the opinion 
that four years was too short a period for a program to b(ecome established in 
a school. They felt 'it would have been better to 1iave the same total amount 
of funds distributed over a five year period. 

There were in fact some schools which experienced some difficulty in 
f.etting the program under way during the first year. This was due to loss of 
key faculty in some instances, and-inadequate time allotted for planning in 
others. A longer lead time between the decision to award funding and the 
initiation of the program might be helpful in these latter instances. 

♦^ Despite the cautions and reservations, however, the flata support the 
conclusion that overall the program accomplished the goal of increasing the 
availability of dental care for handicapped individuals. Further, it is the 
case that in any such funding effort there are more subtle or very long range 
ftt(»rtfi that cannot be document(>d than the're are effects whicy can. Judging 
fr(^m those that were document ab le , there appear to have been many such additional 
feet fi as well . ' • 
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SECTION I : DATA GATHERED ON STUDENTS IN SCHOOL 

Procedure 

Plans for evaluation of the Robert Wood Johnoon progrjam for training , 
dentists in the care of the handicapped called for gathering data on otudento 
in the schools shortly before graduation and oq^ graduates two years after 

»t * 

graduation. This section covers data gathered on students before graduation. 

Three different measures for obtaining information from st-iutents about to 
j^raduate were developed and pjpinted in a single booklet. These included: 

(1) A test of knowledge of dentistry for the handicapped. 1^ 

(2) An inquiry about clinical experience with a variety of handicapping 
conditions* • / 

(3) An inquiry on expressed confidence in treating a number of combina- 
tions of tlenTal problems and handicapping conditions. 

Several background questions were also included, A new form of the 
knowledge test was developed each year from 1974 throi^^h 1978, following 
the same test content outline and including sufficient items from the previous 
year's form so that scores could be meaningfully equated. The schools included 
in the program were asked to administer the three instruments to graduating 
seniors at a convenient time during the spring of each year. In order to 
secure solid base-line information, data were gathered on the class graduating 
in 1974, before funding for the project became effective, and on the^^lasses 
graduating in 1975 through 1978, 'the years when the schools received financial 
support from the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation. 

The schools had agreed to cooperate in an evaluation, but this agreement 
wan ma^l before the specific evaluation plan was developed. Some schools felt 
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that they could not require or proGoure students to participate. Participation 
rateo varied widely from ochool to school, particularly for 1974, as will be 
seen in the next section. 

Knowledge Test ^ 
Table 1 ohowo, by year and by school, means and standard deviations for 
the knowledge test scores, together with the number of cases^and the approKimatx? 
percentage of graduat ing* students who participated. Although a different form 
of^i^tie test was given each year, the scores, were equated ^ tot iot ieal ly sfe that 
year to year comparisons may be made. It io eletir from this table that at some 
schools in some years the participation rate was very low. This complicates 
interpretation of the data. However, it is^possible to draw sonfc meaningful 
inferi>ncea. For all participating students the 1978 mean test score, 102.7, 
was significantly higher than either the 1974 mean, 100.0, or the 1975 raean^ 
99.6, well beyond the .001 level of significance. The differences are not ' \ 

large, amounting to correct responses to about thref? test items, but they are 
beyond the chance level » 

For individual schools, comparisons were made between mean scores for 1978 
and those for either 1974 or 1975, whichever had the better participation 
percentage. Of the nine schools for which this comparison was possible, Ebree 
results did not reach the .05 signif icanet? level, two were significant at the 
.05 level, and four were significant beyond the .001 level o|^nfideneG. 
(Schools are referred to throughout this report by number in order to mi>intain 
anotiymity . ) ^ 

0 

For Schools 01, 07, 08, 09, and 10 1974 appeared to bo the most appropriate 
ba(ie year. The gains were signifid'ant beyond the .001 level for Schools 01 and 
09, significant at the .05 level for School 10, and not signi f icgnt for Sehoolo 

\ 
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Table 2 

Base year knowledge test 
mean Compared with final 
year mean 



Base year mean Final year mean Difference 

N = 721 N = 795 

98.5 • 102.7 4,2 
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07 and 08. For School's 02, 04, 05, and 11 , 1975 appeared to be the appropriate 
base year. The gains Were significant beyond the .001 level-for •Schools 04 
and 1 1 , .significant at the .05 level for School 05, and not significant for 
School 02, 

Perhaps more important than the significance tests is the fact that the 
mean gain scores between the base year and 1978 d're positive i^ every instance. 
These gain scores are not random fluctuations. Table 2 compares the overall 
base year mean with the final year mean, with a mean gain of 4.2°. 

Table 3 shows the percentage of questions in the various areas of the 
knowledge test answered correctly for each participating school and year. In 
reviewing this table the reader should bear in mind that it differs in important 
ways from. Table 1. Tabl^ 1 reports standard scores, which have been equated 
from year to year, so that a particular score has approximately the same 
meaning, regardless of the'year concerned. It is not feasible to do year- 
to-yeat equating on small groups of items, such-^as we are involved with here, 
other than by an elaborate and expensive process involving prior experimental 
administration of large numbers of items, analysis of item characteristics, and 
iselection for final use in each form of only those items with appropriate item 
characteristics. For the t^sts admini-stered , the only control on item difficulty 
was the advisory committee's judgment that the item was appropriate for students 
about to graduate from dental school. Accordingly, year to year differences in 
Table 3 will not be cons idered , but school-to-sthool di f f erences f or each year 
are quite meaningful. 

The reader should also bear in mind that subscores are almost necessarily 
less stable than scores on the total test. However, while care must be taken 
to avoid over interpret ing small differences in the table, either from ope 
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TABLE 3 

Percentage of Questions Answered Correctly, 1975-78, 
by Subject Area and by School 
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school to another in the same year or- for the same school from year to year, it 
is possible to observe areas where individual schools show a particular strength 
or a particular weakness. 

School 01 can be seen to have somewhat higher scores than the total 
in the areas of mental retardation, congenital and genetic anomalies, metabolic- 
systemic problems, and neoplasia. In other ar^as j^t is generally in line with 
the total average. X • ^ 

School 02 is above th)e average for all of the areas. In one year, for 
congenital and genetic anomalies, it fell one percentage point below the total 
and wa8„ usually substantially above the total average. 

School 03 was represented only in 1975. In that year it was substantially 
above the total average in one area, cerebral palsy, and substantially below' 
the total average in one area, congenital and genetic anomalies. 

School 04 had one unusually high score on the mental retardation area in 
1975 and one somewhat low score in congenital and genetic anomalies the same 
year. Otherwise, its scores were about in line with the total. 

School 05 was consistently above the total average in three areas, 
metabolic-systemic problems, psychological pVoblems, and neoplasia and variously 
slightly above or slightly below the total average in the other areas. 

School 06 was represented in 1975 through 1977. Its pattern was extremely 
variable, with departures from the total average as much as 12 percent above 
and as low as 13 percent below the total average. 

School 07 was consistently below the total average in all areas in all 
years, the departures ranging from one percent to as much as 18 percent. 

School 08 was usually on the plus side of the total group by a few per- 
cent age points. The major exception was in the area of mental retardation, 
wh^'re there were minus figures in three -out of the four years. 



School 09 was represented in "1976, 1977 , and 1978. In 1977 all departures 
from the total group mean were on the minus iJide, by from 5 to 15 points. In 
the other two years the departures were small pluses or minuses. School 10 had 
one departure on the plus side, with the others ranging from zero to minus 10. 
School 11 had a number of small plus departures from the totaL average and a 
.somewhat larger number of small minus departures. 

It should be noted that Schools 07 and 11 originally structured their 
program primarily to change students' .attitudes toward treating the handicapped, 
rather than emphasizing a didactic program, although both later put more 
emphasis on direct teaching of knowledge. .It is perhaps worth repeating that 
on an equated score basis, all of the schools showed a rising total '"score . 
pattern over the course of the program. 

Clinical Experience with Handicapped Patients 
From 1975 thorough 1978 one c^iection of the booklet which was administered 
asked students to report their clinical experiences with each of a list of 
handicapping, conditions. For each condition, the student was asked whether he 
or> she had seen a presentation of such a case, assisted someone else in treating 
such a case, and treated one patient or tw^or more patients with such a Wn- 
dition. Table 4 shows the percentage of students at all ochools who reported 
each year that they had treated one or more patients with each of a number of 
conditions. Year-to--year comparisons are complicated because not all schools 
participated in all four years and because participation varied from year to 
year in several schools. It can be seen, howfever, that whereas in 1975 slightly 
fewer tl\n one-fourth of the participating students had treated at least one 
patient with mental retardation, in, 1978 more than half had treated at least 



one • 



It is clear from Table 4 that there was a considerable increase in student 
exposure to a wide variety of handicapping conditions over the years. Between 
1975 and 1978, the proportion of students who had treated at least one handi- 
capped patient increased for 3A of 37 handicapping conditions and remained the 
same or decreased for only three. About 17 percent had treated one or more 
cases of cerebral palsy ijn 1975, while 30 percent had done so in 1978. In 1975 
only three percent had treated a patient with multiple sclerosis, while 12 
percent had done so in 1978. 

There was not , of course, an even rate of increase year to year for all 
handicapping conditions, but it is quite clear that by the end of the grant 
pt^riod more student's were seeing patients with handicapping conditions than did 
* the students at the beginning of the grant period. 

Similar patterns can be seen in the tables for mpst of the individual 
schools. At School 01, shown irr Table 4-1, the percentage of students who had 
treated one or more cases of mental retardation increased from just under 30 to 
'ovex 50, while those who had treated at least one 'cerebral palsy case increased 
from S to nearly 40 percent. There ivert' increases for 36 of the- 37 handicapping 
Condi t ions . 

At School 02, there were increases in student exposure to only 24 out of 
the 3/ handicapping conditions, as can be seen in Table 4-2. The areas of me«tal 
retardation and cerebral palsy, which had very substantial increases in student, 
involvement in cios.t schools, actually had a decrease here. This phenomenon can 
b(> accounted for in terms of the school's efforts to ch»ange its handicapped 
program from a largely pediatric focus to one encompassing a range of adult 
problems . 
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TABLE 4 



The Percentage of Graduates of All Schools 

Who Jreated One or More Patients with 
Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation 



1/ 

Description of handicap 



1975 
N - 791 



1976 
N ° 910 



1977 
N 690 



1978 



796 



Mental retardation 


24. 


0 


34. 


4 


34. 


6 


52.1 


Cerubxal palsy 


16. 


7 


24. 


5 


22. 


2 


30.1 


Blindness 


4. 


5 


9. 


3 


10. 


1 


16.2 


Deafness 


10. 


6 


12. 


9 


12. 


7 


20.6 


epilepsy 


24. 


6 


27. 


2 


26. 


2 


42.2 


Stroke 


12. 


0 


12. 


9 


. 12. 


9 


21.5 


Parkinsonism 


4. 


8 


6. 


7 


6. 


7 


9.2 


Arthritis 


29. 


5 


27. 


5 


33. 


5 


46.0 


Poliomyelitis 


^ 3. 


0 


4. 


6 ' 


3. 


5 


6.9 


Spinal cord Injuries 


5. 


4 


7. 


6 


16. 


4 


12.6 


Multiple sclerosis 


3. 


0 


6. 


7 


6. 


8 


12.4 


Muscular dystrophy 


3. 


0 


8. 


6 


5. 


2 


10.5 


Facial trauma from accidents ^ 


12. 


6 


14. 


0 


14. 


1 


' 18.6 


Multiply handicapped 


11. 


1 


17. 


4 


18. 


8 


27.1 


The tioraebound patient 


6. 


8 


4. 


2 


5. 


1 


8.0 


The nursing-home patient 


8. 


5 


9. 


9 


10. 


4 


15.1 


Cleft palace or lip 


8. 


3 


9. 


9 


9. 


9 


12.9 


Other craniofacial anomalies 


3. 


0 


4. 


9 


5. 


1 


6.8 


Spina bifida 


1. 


3 


3. 


0 


1. 


9 


2.0 


Thalid'omlde-induced deformities 
















and similar malformations 


0. 


8 


0. 


3 


0. 


4 


■ 1.4 


Diabetes and other endocrine 
















disturbances • 


42. 


7 


38. 


7 


46. 


2 


63.1 


Humoplillla' 


5. 


3 


.4. 


8 


6. 


7 


7.y 


Cardiopulmonary disease 


33. 


4 


31. 


5 


37. 


1 


53.5 


Asthma 


33. 


2 


31. 


4 


31. 


3 


41.3 


Atlicrouc leroois 


16. 


7 


17. 


4 


18. 


7 


27.4 


Cmpliysema 


11. 


1 


10. 


1 


13. 


0 


17.2 


Cystic fibrosis 


0. 


9 


1. 


4 


1. 


7 


4.4 


Allergic reactions to drugs 










34. 




45.3 


used in dental treatment 


36. 


8 


31. 


0 


2 


Aut ism 


1. 


1 


2. 


5 


. 2. 


2 


4.9 


Hyperactivity 


23. 


0 


21. 


'3 


19. 


1 


23.0 


Other behavior problems 


26. 


5 


22. 


0 


22. 


9 


30.9 


Leukemia 


1. 


8 


2. 


1 


1. 


4 


3.8 


Otlier blood dyscraalas 


7. 


1 


6. 


6 


3. 


5 


5.8 


tirain tumors 


2. 


5 


2. 


2 


1. 


7 


3.9 


Harcoraas 


1. 


9 


2. 


3 


2. 


0 


1.9 


jqua4,ious cell carcinoma 
Other neoplasms 


4. 
5. 


4 
4 


4. 
6. 


9 
1 


3. 
6. 


0 

5 


5.3 
"9.5 
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TABLE -4-1 



The Percentage of School One Students 
VJho Treated One or More Patients with 
Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation 


1977 


1978 


Description of handicap 


1975 


1976 






N 69 


N 65 


N - 62 


I'lental retardation 


29.7 


39.1 


56.9 


53.2 


Cerebral palsy 


4.7 


17.4 


36.9 




Blindness 


4.7. 


5.8 


23.1 




Deafness ♦ 


3.1 


13.0 


23.1 


21 0 


Epilepsy 


21.9 


33.3 


47.7 


54.8 


Stroke 


10.9 


21.7 


23. 1 




Parkinsonism 


3.1 


5.8 


6.2 


12 i 9 


Arthritis t 


28.1 


33. 3 


33.8 


53 9 


Poliomyelitis 




7.2 


6.2 




Spinal cord injuries 


A. 7 , 


23.2 


27.7 


19 4 


Multiple sclerosis 


- 


1.4 


6 2 


Q 7 


Muscular dystrophy 




2.9 


7 7 


^ X . u. . 


Facial trauma from accidents 




17.4 






Multiply handicapped^ 


7.8 


23.2 


36.9 


30 6 


The homebound patient 


25.0 


1.4 


6.2 


16 1 


The nursing-home p'atient 


15.6 . 


10.1 


13.8 ' 


24 2 


Cleft palate or lip 




15.9 


23. 1 


38.7 


Other craniofacial anomalies • 




7.2 


■ 6.2 


16 1 

X U . X 


Spina bifida 


3.1 


10.1 


1.5 


6.4 


Thalidoraide-induced deformities 










and similar malformations 


- 








Diabetes and other endocrine 




• 






disturbances 


57.8 


53.6 


66. 1 


77 4 


Hemophilia 


- 


5.8 


10.8 


19 3 


Cardiopulmonary disease 


.-*2f).6. 


43.5 


55.4 


67.7 


Asthma 


31.2 


43.5 


43.1 


62.9 


Atherosclerosis 


-35.9 


18.8 


32.3 


45.2 


Emphysema 


14.1 


18.8 


23.1 


40.3 


Cystic fibrosis 






1.5 


9 7 


Allergic reactions^ to drugs 










used in dental treatment 


32.8 


43.5 


hl.l 


50.0 


Autism 


1.6 


2.9 




3.2 


Hyperactivity 


U.l 


30.4 


29.2 


11. (i 


Other behavior problems 


■43.7 


29.0 


40.0 


29.0 


Leukemia 


1.6 


4.3 


1.5 


8.1 


Other blood dyscrasias 


6.3 


5.8 


9.2 


9.7 


Brain tumors 


1.6 


.7.2 


3.1 


12.9 


Sarcomas 




1.4 




4.8 


Squamous cell carcinoma 


1.6 


5.8 


1.5 ' 


«.l 


Other neoplasms 


3.1 


10.1 


7.7 


21.0 
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TABiE 4-2 



The Percentage of School Two Students 
1^0 Treated One or More Patients with 
Specified HandlcapB by Year of Graduation 



Duocrlption of handicap 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 




N o 86 


N 98 


N ° 93 

• 


N 84 


• 










MentaK retardation 


19.8 


27.5 


24.7 


14.3 


(k'rebral paloy 


20.9 


25.5 


■ 12.9 


13.1 / 


Bllndnesa 


1.2 


4.1 


4.3 


14.3 


Deafneaa 


3.5 


6.1 


7.5 


19.0 


Epllepay 


18.6 


16.3 


24.7 


30.9 


Stroke 


-7.0 


9.2 


12.9 


21.4 


Parklnaonlsm 


4.6 


2.0 


• 2.1 


4.8 


Arthritis ' 


27.9 


27.5 


38.7 


55.9 


P'ollomyelLtls 


- 


1.0 


2.1 


2.4 


Spinal cord injuriea 


2.3. 


4.1 


8.6 


8.3 


Multlplu aclaroais 


3.5 


4.1 


9.7 


8.3 


Muticular dyo trophy 


1.2 


12.2 


6.4 , 


9.5 


Facial trauma from accidunta 


16.3 


22.4 


14.0 


15.5 


tlultlply handicapped 


7.0 


11.2 


14.0 


11.9 


The homebound patient 


5.8 


3.1 


5.« ^ 


5.9 


The nursing-home patient 


9.3 


4.1 


4.3 


3.6 


Cleft palate or lip 


3.5 


2.0 


• 4.3 


8.3 


Other craniofacial anomalluu 


2.3 


3.1 


1.1 


1.2 


Spina bifida ^ 


1.2 


- 


1.1 


- . 


Thalidomlde-induced deformitieo 




< 






and Hirailar mal f ormat iono 


- 


- 


l.l 


1.2 


Uiabeteo dnd other endocrine 










dlaturbanceo 


34.9 


35,7 


51.6 


58.3 


Horaophilia 


4.7 


4.1 


2.1 


3.6 


CardiopulBonary dloeaoo 


36.0 


38.8 


44.1 


•• 48.8 


Authma . 


34.9 


28.6 


32.3 


34.5 


Athyrooclerooio 


16.3 * 


16.3 


12.9 


20.2 


Kmphyofcia 


8.1 


8.2 


11.8 


14.3 


Cyotie flbrool^ 






1.1 


1.2 


Allergic, react lono to drugo 


29.1 








uood in dental treatment 


31.6 


44.1 


41.7 


Autiom 


1.2 


2.0 


1.1 


1.2 


HyperaeClvity 


11.6 


24.3 


17.2 


13.1 


UCht?.r buhavior problemo 


24.4 


17.3 


23.6 


23.8 


LeukomlQ 


2.3 


1.0 




1.2 


Other blood dyocraoiao 


7.0 


4.1 / 


6.3 


5.9 


Drain tusoro 


2.3 






2.4 


ijarconatJ . , 


2.3 


3.1 




2.4 


Squanouo cell earcinoiaa 


7.0 


5.1 


5.4 • 


<. 8.3 


Other nooplaomo . 


8.1 


6.1 


9.7 


5.9 



ERIC , ,. 



-12- 



School 03, shc^wn in Table 4-3, was represented only in 1975 and thus no 
trends can be observed. School 04, shown in Table 4-4, was represe'nted in 
1975, 1976, and 1978. Between 1975 and 1978, there were increases in student 
experience for 25 out of 37 handicapping conditions. The i^ea of mental 
retardation, which in 1975 was at a very high rate of 58 percQ^nt , advanced to 
almost 7^9 percent. 

Data^ for School 05 are shown in Table 4-5. Between 1975 and 1978 there 
was an increase in the percentage of students reporting having treated at least 
one patient for 34 out of the 37 handicapping conditions. For one condi t ion , 
squamous cell carcinoma, there w^fs a small decrease. For thai idomide-induced 
deformitiefi there was no treatment reported in any year, and for sarcomas, 
there wao no treatment reported by those who graduated in 1975 and 1978, 
although Gmall percentages of 1976 and 1977 graduates reported treating such' 
patients. 

Data are available for School 06 for 1975, 1976, and 1977 only and are 
shown in Table 4-6. The response pattern is drastically different from that 
of other schools. For example, in 1975 only 6.2 percent of the students 
reported having treated a patient with mental retardation. -More did so in 1976 
and 1.2 percent did go in 1977. In 1975, 3.5 percent of the students reported 
having treated a patient with cerebral palsy, while more did so in 1976 and 
1977. Forty-six percent of 1975 graduates reported having treated a patient 
with allergic reactions to drugs, compared to 7.7 percent in 1976 and 19.0 
percent in 1977. .Unfortunately, it appears that many of the students were not 

responding seriously, at least in 1976 and 1977. Funding for this school was 

^ (I 

terminated in 1977 . 




TABLE 4-3 



The Percentage of School Three Students 
V/ho Treated One or Mure Patients Vvith 
Specified Handicaps by Year o£ Graduation 



DeBcrlption of handicap 



1975 



37 



1976-^ 

N ^ 



1977* 

N p 




i4ental retardation 

Cerebral palsy 

Blindness 

Deafness 

Epilepsy 

Stroke 

Parlcinsonlsm 

Arthritis 

Poliomyelitis 

Spinal cord injuries 

Multiple sclerosis 

Muscular dystrophy 

Facial trauma from accidents 

Multiply handicapped 

The homebound patient 

The nursing-^ome patient 

Cleft palate or lip 

Other craniofacial anomalies 

Spina bifida 

Thalidomide-ii^duced aeformities 
and similar malformations 

Diabetes and other endocrine 
.disturbances 

Hemophilia 

Cardiopulmonary disease 
As thma 

Atherosclerosis 

Emphysema 

Cystic fibrosis 

Allergic reactions to drugs 

used in dental treatment 
Autism 

Hyperactivity ^ 
Other behavior problems 
Leukemia 

Other blood dyscraoias 
iJratn tumors 

Sarcomas 

Squamous cell carcinoma 
Other neoplasias 



5.4 

5.4 

16.2 
5.4 

21.6 
5.4 



"5.4 

2.7 

10.8 
5.4 



21.6 
5.4 
16.2 
27.0 
5.4 
5.4 



24.3 

8.1 
2.7 



2.7 
2.7 
2.7 

2.7 



* Data not available for this year. 
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* TABLE 4 -A 



The Percentage of School Four Studenta 
Who Treated One or More Patiento with 
Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation 



Description of hatfdlcap 



1976 
N y 112 



1977* 



1978 



122 



ERIC 



Mental retarda£lon ^ 


57.5 


64. 3 


Cerebral palsy 


54.7 


51.8 


BlindnesB 


3.8. 


8.9 


Deaf neoQ 


17.0 


15.2 


EpHepoy 


58.5 


60.7 


Stroke * 


17.9 


U.O 


Pa rkl noon lorn 


6.6 


6.2 


Arthrltio 


' '\U Q 


24. 1 


PollomyelltlQ 


D 1.9 


7.1 


Spinal cord Injurlea 


6.6 


10.7 


Multiple oclerooiG 


8.5 


12 . 5 


Muocular dyo trophy 


15.1 


17.0 


Facial,, trauma from accidento 


v 16.0 


17.0 


Multiply handicapped 


^34.0 


31.2 


The homebound patient 


16.0 


10.7 


The nuroing-home patient 


12.3 


13.4 


Cleft palate or lip 


^*6.1 


13.4 


Other craniofacial anomalieo 


4.7 


5.4 


Spina bifida 


0.9 


4.5 


Thalidomide-induced deformltieo 






and oinrilar malf onnat iono 




1.8 


Diabetea and other endocrine 






dJuturbaneoo 


59.4 


47.3 


iieuiup 11 XX X ti 


/ . J 


5 . ^ 


Ga rdi op u lino na ry dioeaoe 




A 9 O 


Ao thma 


54.7 


47.3 


Atherooclerooio 


17.0 


, 30.3 


Emphyocma ' 


13.2 


13.4 


Cyutie fibrooio ^ 


0.9 


3.6 


'\llorgic react lono to dfugo 






uoed in dental treatment 


50.0 


41.1 


Aut iora 


2.8 


7.1 


Hyperactivity ^ 


49.1 


42 -.0 


Other behavior problemo 


42.4 


48.2 


Leukemia 


2.8 


•3.6 


Other blood dyocraoiao ''"^ 


12.3 


11.6 


Brain tumoro 


6.6 


4.3 


Sarcomao 


0^.9 


5.4 


Squaraouo cell carcinoma 


6'. 6 


6.2 


Other neoplaomo 


■ 6.6 


8.9 


*Dat:a not available for thio year 













78.7 
45.9 
18.0 
26.2 
70.5 
21.3 
9.0 
39.3 
6.6 
22.9 
18.8 
18.8 
27.0 
41.8 
9.0 
16.4 
9.8 
6. '6 
0.8 

0.8 

66.4 
^ 0.8 
35. 7 
45.1 

ij^l • 1 
12.3 
8.2 

50.8 
10.7 
37.7' 
37.7 
3.3 
7.4 
0.8- 

S.7 
11.3 



TABTLE 4-5 



The Percentage of School Five Students 
Who Treated One or More Pati»ts with 
Specified Handicaps by Year ofnjradua'tion 



Description of handicap 



Mental retardation 
Cerebral palsy 
Blindness ^ 
Deafness 
Epilepsy ^ 
Stroke 

Parkinsonism 
Arthritis ' ' 

Poliomyelitis ^ 
Spinal cord injuries * 
Multiple sclerosis 
Muscular dysttophy 
Facial trauma from accidents 
Multiply handicapped 
The homebound patierit 
The nursing-home patient, 
Cleft palate or lip 
Other craniofacial anomalies , 
Spina bifida 

Thalidomide-induced deformities 
and similat^'malf orraations 

Diabetes^ and othei; endodrine 
disturbances 

Hemophilia 

Cardiopulmonary disease 
Asthma 

^Atherosclerosis 
Emphysema 
Cystic fibrosis 
Allergic reactions to drugs <h 

used in dental treatment 
♦Autism 

Hyperactivity ^ ^ 
Other behavior probleths • 
Leukemia ^ . 

Other blood dyscrasias. 
Brain tumors ^ , 

Sarcomas 

Squamous cell carcinoma 
Other neoplasms 



\ 



1975 - 


1976 


' 1977 


1978 


N, = 125 


N = 118 


N = 98 - 
\ 


N = 


19.2 


41.5 


\ 

56.1 / 


'75.7 


5.6 


22.9 


31.6 ' 


30.4 


4.0 


6.8 


' 10.2 


9.6 


8.0 


13.6 


14.3 


20.9 


14.4 


27.1 


22.4 


41.7 


8.0 


5.1 


8.2 , 


10.4 


3.2 


2.5 


4.1* 


7.0 




no o 
ZO . 0 


34.7 


36.5 


1. 0 


3, ^ 


2,0 


7.0 




1 . 6 


7.1 


1 o / 
10.4 


1 


n c 
I . J 


4.1 


1 ^ c 

16. 5 




J. .9 


3.1 


5.2 


n c 
y . 0 


13. 0 


1 / o 

14 . 3 


1 c ^ 

15 . 6 


'4.p 


16.1 


17.3 


25.2 


0.8 




2.0 


5.2 


H • U 




C 1 

0.1 


11 1 

* 12 . 2 


o o 

8.8 


11 . 9 


9.2 


13. 9 


4 . u 


,4.2 


C 1 ^ 


4.3 


U . o 


4.2 


O 1 

J. 1 
_ 


1.7 


32.0 


44.9 


44.9 


64.3 


2.4 


5.9 


3.1 


6.1 


''25:6 


20. 3 


29.6 


43.5 


34.4 


■ 31.4 


39.8 


46.1 


17.6 


13.6 , 


20.4 


26.9 


13.6 


14.4 


10.2 


16.5 


0.8 


0.8 


1.0 


2.6 


27.2 . 


33.0 


23.5 . 


47.0 


.•1.6 




..2.0 


. ^.1 


20.0 


13.6 


31.6 


/23.5 


30. A 


21.2 


26.5 


^ 35.6 


. 0.8 


2.5 


• 2.0 


7.0 


.8.0 


4.2 


4.1 


9.6 


,0.8 






1.7 




0.8 


4-1 


> 


2.4 


3.4 


1.0 


1.7 ^ 


2.4 


4.2 


4.1 


7.8 
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27 



I 
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TABLE 4-6 



The Percentage of School Six Students 
who Treated One or More. Patients with 
Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation 



Description of handicap 



1975 
N = 113 



1976 
N = 130 



1977 
N = 84 



1978* 
N = 



ERIC 



Mental retardation 6.2 

Cerebral palsy 3.5 

Blindness 2.6 

Deafness 8.8 

Epilepsy . 16.8 

Stroke ^ ^ 7.1 

Parkinsonism 4.4 

, Arthritis 18.6 

Poliomyelitis 1.8 

Spinal cord injuries 3.5 

Multiple sclerosis v 0.9 
Muscular dystrophy 

Facial trauma from accidents 3.5 

Multiply handicapped 2.j6 

The homebound patient 1.8 

The nursing-home patient 2.6 

Cleft palate or lip 2.6 
Other craniofacial anomalies 

Spina bifida ^ 0.9 
Thalidomide-induced deformities 

and similar malformations 
Diabetes and other endocrine 

disturbances 38.0 

Hemophilia ' 0,9 

Cardiopulmonary disease 36.3 

Asthma • 16.8 

Atherosclerosis 9 • 7 

Emphysema 7.1 
Cystic fibrosis 
Allergic reactions to drugs 

used in dental treatment 46.0 
Autism 

Hyperactivity ^ 16.8 

OtHer behavior problems 11.5 
-leukemia . - 

Other blood dyscrasias 6.2 

Brain tumors 0*9 

Sarcomas 1.8 

Squamous cell carcinoma 2.6 

Other neoplasms 4.4 

*D2^a not available for this year. 
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0.8 



3.1 



0.8 



3.8 

3.8 
3.8 
0.8 
0.8 



7.7 
3.1 

0.8 
0.8 



1.2 



4.8 
2.4 



9-5 



4.8 



1.2 
1.? 



14.3 

10.7 
10.7 
2.4 
2.4 



19.0 

2.4 
3.6 

2.4 



School 07 shows a more "normal" pattern, as seen in Table 4-7. There were 

increases in 34 of the 37 handicapping conditions treated "between 1975, and 

1978. In 1975 six percent (three students) reported having treated a patient 

with ttialidomide-induced deformities, whereas, five percent (two studet^its) 4i*d 

so in 1978. There was also a decline from 17 percent to 15 per cent in students 

* 

who had treated a patient with hyperactivity and from 12 percent to «2ero in <v 
those who had' treated a patient with leukemia. In the opposite direction, 
those who had treat^ a patient with mental retardation increased from 15 
percent to 76 percent. Cerebral palsy cases seen increased from 9 percent; to 

e o 

32 percent and multiple sclerosis cases seen increased frhm zero to 17 percent. 

School 08 had a mor^ variable pattern, probably because of its smaller 
number of students. These data are shown in Table 4-8. There were decreases 
for 21 of the 37 handicapping conditions treated between 1975 and 1978, but it 
should be noted that these decreases generally /still left a substantial number 
of students who had had experience with those handicaps. The decreases probably 
occurred because the 1975 percentage was high, rather than because the 1978 
percentage was low. For example, slightly more than a third of* the 1975 
graduates reported that they had treated a patient with epilepsy, while 26 
percent reported that they had done so in 1978. Ten percent of 1975 graduates 
(three students) had treated a patient with spina bifida, while 5 percent (two 
students) of 1978 graduates had done so. 

Sixteen areas did show gains in the number of patients seen. Examples 
of this are mental retardation, where 26 percent of 1975 graduates reported 
treating such a patient, compared with 47 percent in 1978, and cerebral palsy, 
where the comparable figures are 19 and 53 percent. Clearly School 08 gave its 
students quite extensive exposure to patients with handicapping conditions in 
earh of the four years reported here. 




TABLE 4-7 



The Percentage of School Seven Students 
"Who Jreated .One or More PaCUents with 
Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation 



Description of handicap 


[ 

1975 


1976^ 


1977 


1 m 0 

1978 


• 






N = Jo 




Mental retardation 


14.9 ■ 


24. 5 


63.2 


75.6 


Cerebral palsy 


8.5 . 


26.4 


39.5 


31.7 


Blindness o 




17.0 


7.9 


r> 17.1 


Deafness 


10.6 


13.2 


18.4 


24. "4 


Epilepsy 


2.1 


20.7 


23.7 


39.0 


Stroke 


2'. 1 


5.7 


5.3 


9.8 


"Parkinsonism 


• 2.1 


5.7 


5.3 


7.3 


Arthritis 


17.0 


18.9 


42.1 


53.7 


PoliorayelJ.ti8 


4.3 


1.9 


7.9 


12.2 


Spinal cord injuries 


4.3 


1.9 


10.5 


9.8 


Multiple sclerosis 


— 


3.8 


15.8 


17.1 


Muscular dystrophy 


2.1 


1.9 


X3.2 


9.8 


Facial trauma from accidents 


2.1 


3.8 


5.3 


9.8 


Multiply handicapped 


4.3 


17.0 ' 


42.1 


39.0 , 


The homebound patient 


— 


1.9 


10.5 


A . 9 


The nursing-home patient 


4.3 


5.7 


10.5 


14.6 


Cleft palate or lip 




1.9 


5.3 


7.3 


Other craniof aicial anomalies 






7.9 


7.3 


Spina bifida 


2.1 


3.8 




2.4 


Thalidomide-induced deformities 










and similar malformations 


6.4 






4.9 


Diabetes and other endocrine 










dis turbances 


34.0 


28. 3 


34.2 


48.8 


Hemophilia 


8.5 






9.8 


Cardiopulmonary disease 


1/ . U 


on Q 


lo . 4 




As thma 


19.1 


22.6 


36.8 


43. 9 


Atherosclerosis 


12.8 


9.4 


7.9 


22 .Uj 


Emp hysema 


4.3 


3.8 


18.4 


24.4 


Cystic tiDrosis 




1 Q 


X J . ^ 




Allergic reactions to drugs 










used in dental treatment 


34.0 


30.2 


36.8 


48.8- 


Aut ism 




3.8 




4.9 


Hyperactivity 


17.0 


20.7 


15.8 


14.6 


Other behavior problems 


21.3 


13.2 


26.3 


29.3 


Leukemia 


2.1 








Other blood dyscrasias 




1.9 




7.3 


Brain tumors 






• 5.3 


7.3 


Sarcomas 




1.9 


2.6 


2.4 


Squamous cell carcinoma 


2.1 


1.9 




4.9 


Other neoplasms 


10.6 


1.9 


5.3 


17.1 
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TABLE 4-8 













The Percentage of 


School Eight Students 






Iflio Treated One 


or More Patients with 






Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation 








• 


1 Q76 


1977 


1978. 




W = 31 




N =45 


N = 38 




9 ^ ft 
• O 




37.8 


^7.4^ 


1^ t> K 1^ i3 1 TA ^ 1 CS V 


d.y • '•r 


SQ n 


44.4 


52.6 




3 2 


in 


28.9 


■26.3 


£1 O £2 

l/t;2cll.nt:!70 . 




S' 1 i' 


8.9 


^ 2.6 


^\ 4 1 1^ ^ r 

Cipixepsy 


J J • J 




40.0 


26.3 


D c r OKe 




' 17 Q 

X / . ? , 


22.2 


21.0 


iTd rivinoombiu 


- 6 5 


9R 9 


24.4 


21.6- 






ft 


51.1 


31.6 


Pr^ 1 ^ /^Tnxfol ^ ^ ^ ci 
ITU XlOUiy t^Xl L 


U • J 


SI " 


4.4 


7.9 


Spinal cord injuries 




19ft 


13.3 


7.9 


Multiple sclerosis 




S 1^ 


17.8 


21 ..0 


Muscular dystirophy 


Q 7 


19ft 


11.1 


' 7.9 


Facial trauma f^rom accidents 


9 S ft 

<il<lJ • o 


9^^ 1 


2^6. 7 


18.4 


Multiply handicapped 


• J 


A1 n 


,37.8 


36.8" 


ine nomeDOyinQ pacienc 




7 7 


° 8.9 


7.9 


xiittf iiu ^ o xii^ iiuuittf j<fdi>xtrtiii« 


9/7 


10.3 


20.0 


15.8 


LfXci. U pdXaLtJ OL Xip 


32.3 


23.1 


13.3 


10.5 


ucnur crarjior aciax dnoiuaxie& 


9 7 


90 S 


. 20.0 


10.5 


Qn-f n 1 K-l f -1 /4 Q ^ 

Dpina DiriQa 


Q 7 




6.7 


5.3, 


inaiidomide— inauced ae|.oriiiicies 










ano olUllXclL lUaX 1. 0 Llud 1. luno 


3.2 




2.2 


2.6 


L/idD (2 Ltso d.nQ ocner unaocirinc 










disturbances. 


AS 9 


f\L 1 


^5.5 


36.8 


iiuioop n 1 X 1 a 


9Q n 


90 S 


31.1 • 


26.3 


ca raiop uxinond ry aibCdou 


'^S s' 


JO . 


if8.9 


V.7 


A #^ ^ V* mrt o * 

AS cnma ^ 


SI 6 


Afi 2 ' 


28.9 


28.9 


AC ne rose lerob.is 


16 1 


98 9 


31.1 


23.7 


Emphysema 


12.9 




13.3 


10.5 


Cystic fibrosis 


- 6.5 


7.7 


6.7 


18.4 


Allergic reactions to drugs 










used' in dental treatment 


35.5 


■ 35.9 


44.4 


26.3 


Aiitism 




^ « 0 


4.4 


5.3 


Hyperactivity 


32.3 


25.6 


17.8 


21.0 


Other behavior problems 


45.2 


■ 20.5 


26.7 


15.8 


Leukemia 


6.5 


5.1 


11.1 


5.3 


Other blood dyscrasias 


16.1 


25.6 


17.8 


5.3 


Brain tumors 


16. 1 , 


2.6 


6. '7 


7.9 


"Slircomas 


9.7 


10.2 


6.7 


7-9 


Squamous cell carcinoma 


9.7 


10.2 




in K 

lU • D 


Other neoplasms 


9.7 


,17.9 


6.7 


7.9 
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Data are available for School 09 for 1976, 1977, and 1978, as shown in 
Table 4-9. Between 1976 and 1978, there were increases in number of patients 
seen for 20 of the 37 handicapping conditions, despite the fact that School 09 
reported quite substantial figures in 1976. For example, 34 percent of 16 
graduates reported treating patients with mental retardation in 1976 and this 
figuri3 increased to 40 percent in 1978. Seventeen percent of the 1976 graduates 
reported treating multiply handicapped patients, and this increased to almost & 
30 percent in 1978. 

Examples of areas showing decreases in patients treated include Parkinsonism, 
with 15 percent In 1976 compared to 13 percent in 1978, and muscular dystrophy, 
which went from 16 to 14 percent. School 09 appears to have provided its 
students with considerable exposure „to^ a wide rangd of handicapping conditions. 

School 10, as shown in Table 4-10, had increases in student experience with 

r 

patients for 25 of the 37 areas and decreases for 11. In the remaining area, 
thai idomide-induced deformities, there were no cases reported in any of the four 
yeara. Examples of increases include mental retardation, which went from 17 
percent in 1975 to 29 percent in 1978; arthritis, with 35 percent in 1975 and 
57 per cent in 1978; and allergic reactions to drugs, with 32 percent in 1975 
and 51 percent inJ978. 

Examples of conditions which declined as to otuden/ experience are spinal 
cord injuries, with 9 percent in 1975 and 3 percent in T978, and hyperactivity, 
which declined from 15 percent in 1975 to 11 percent in 1978. School 10 also 
provided substantial numbers of its students with experience in dealing with a 
v;ide variety of handicapping conditions. 

School 11 had increases in student experience only in 23 out of 37 areas, 
despite quite' substant ial percentages among the 1975 figures, as seen in 



TABLE 4-9 



The Percentage of School Nine Students 
Who Treated One or More Patients with 
, Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation 



Description of handicap 



1975* 



N ° 



ERIC 



Mental retardation 

Cerebral palsy 

Blindness 

Deafness 

Epilepsy 

Stroke 

Parklnsonlsra 

Ar t hr 1 1 is 

Poliomyelitis 

Spinal cord Injuries 

Multiple sclerosis 

Muscular dystrophy 

Facial trauma from accidents 

Multiply handicapped 

The home bound patient 

The nursing-home patient 

Cleft palate or lip 

Other craniofacial anomalies 

Spina bifida 

Thalldoraide-lnduced deformities 
and similar malformations 

Diabetes and other endocrine 
disturbances 

Hemophilia 

Cardiopulmonary disease 
As thma 

Atherosclerosis 

Emphysema 

Cystic fibrosis 

Aller[;ic reactions to drugs 

used in dental treatment 
Autism 

Hyp'feractivity 

Other behavior problems 

Leukemia 

Other blood dyscrasias 
Brain tumors 
Sarcomas 

Squamous cell carcinoma 
cither ii^eoplasms 

*Da ta not available for this year. 
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1976 


1977 


1978 


N - 133 . 


N ° 121 


N ° 169 


33.8 


26.4 


40.2 


27.8 


20.7 


28.4 


19.5 


9.1 


14.8 


27.8 


10.7 


23.1 


29.3 


28.1 


37.9 


21.8 


16.5 


26.6 


15.0 


16.5 


i3.0 


31.6 


31.4 


46 . 2 


6.8 


3. 3 


6.5 


8.3 


14.0 


8.9 


15.0 


6.6 


8.9 


15.8 


7.4 


13.6 


6.8 


10.7 


9.5 


17.3 


19.0 


29.6 


10.5 


9-1 


13.0 


11 . J 


3 . 0 


7 7 
/ . / 


1 n c 

ly . 5 


lb . 5 


Q ci 

y . J 


6.0 


5 .1) 


V.J 




A 1 


U .0 


0.7 


A Q 
0 . O 


1 s 


48.1 




70 9 


J.O 


1 . i* 


a . / 


36.1 


ftl.3 


59.8 


29.3 


30.6 


37.3 


21.8 


28.1 


31.9 


8.3 


14.0 


13.6 


1.3 




0.6 


33.8 


33.9 


46.1 


3.8 


5.8 


3.5 


21.8 


17.4 


18. 9i 


27.1 


24.0. 


34.3 


2.2 


0.8 


3.0 


5.3 


5.8 


1.8 


5.3 


2.5 


4.1 


2.2 


1.6 




6.0 


3.3 


3.0 


6.8 


7.4 


8.3 






• 









/ 



TABLE 4-10 



The Percentage of School Ten Students 
Who Treated One or More Patients with 
Specified HandicapB by Year of Graduation 



Deacription of handicap 



1975 
N ° 101 



1976 



70 



1977 
N - 7A 



1978 
I - 75 



Mental retardation 

Cerebral palsy 

Blindneoo 

Deafneso 

Epilepsy 

Stroke 

Parkinoonisra 
Arthritis 

Poliomyelitia V 

Spinal cord injurioo 

Multiple oclerooio 

Muocular dyo trophy 

Facial trauma from accidents 

Multiply handicapped 

The horaebound patient 

The nuroing-home patient 

Cleft palate or lip 

Other craniofacial anomalieo 

Spina bifida 

Thalldomido-induced doformitieo 
and oimilar raalf onnationo 

Diaboteo and other endocrine 
dioturbaneeo 

Hemophilia 

Cardiopulmonary dioeaoo 
Ao thma 

AChcrooclorooio 

Eraphyoema 

Cyotic fibrooio 

Allergic reactiono to drugo 

uoed in dental treatment 
Autiom 

Hyperactivity 

Other behavior probleiao 

Leukemia 

Other blood dyocraoiao 
Brain turaoro 
Sareomao 

Squatnouo cell carcinoma 
Other neoplaomo 



16.8 
9.9 
4.0 
17.8 
21.8 
13.9 
3.0 
34.6 
5.9 
8.9 
1.0 

17.8 
5.9 
5.9 
5.9 
5.9 
2.0 



47.5 
3.0 
32.7 
32.7 
16.8 
10.9 



31.7 

14.8 
17.8 
1.0 
3.0 

4.0 
6.9 
4.9 



32.9 
1.4 
5.7 
14.3 
21.4 
24.3 
5.7 
45.7 
4.3 
4.3 

4.3 
21.4 
8.6 
2.9 
12.9 
7.1 
4.3 



45.7 
4.3 
37.1 
45.7 
21.4 
12.9 



38.6 
1.4 
14.3 
14.3 

5.7 

1.4 
8.6 
7.1 



25.7 
13.5 
13.5 
21.6 
24.3 
14.9 
1.3 
45.9 
2.7 
1.3 
1.3 

12.2 
13.5 

12.2 
5.4 
5.4 



58.1 
3.4 
48.6 
31.1 
17.6 
13. S 
1.3 

36.5 

16.2 
16.2 

1.3 

4.0 

• 5.4 
8.1 



29.3 
12.0 
5.3 
12.0 
22.7 
21.3 
6.7 
57.3 
6.7 
2.7 
X.3 
1.3 
17.3 
8.0 
1.3 
4.0 
5.3 
6.7 
1.3 



66.7 
8.0 
52.0 
38.7 
18.7 
20.0 
1.3 

50.7 
1.3 
10.7 
13.3 
2.7 
1.3 
2.7 
1.3 
9.3 
4.0 
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TABLE A -11 



The Percentage of School Eleven Students 
Who Treated One or More Patients with 
Specified Handicaps by Year of Graduation 



DcQcrlptlon of handicap 



1975 
N - 81 



1976 
N « 88 



1977 
N - 72 



1978 
N a 90 



Mental retardation 

Cerebral paloy 

BllndneoG 

Deafneoo 

Epilepfly 

Stroke 

Parklnoonlaia 

ArtlirltlG 

Po Homy ell tlQ 

Spinal cord Injiirdeo 

Multiple ocleroolo 

Muocular dyotrophy 

Facial trauma from aecldento 

Multiply handicapped 

The homebound patient 

The nurolng-horac patient 

Cleft palate or Hp 

Other craniofacial anomalleo 

Spina bifida 

Thalidoraide-induced deform! tleo 
and olmilar malf ormatlono 

Diabeteo and other endocrine 
dioturbaneeo 

Heuophilla 

Cardiopulmonary dioeaoe 
Ao thma 

Atheroocleroolo 

Eraphyocma 

Cyotie flbrooio 

Allcrole reactiono to drugo 

uoo^d in dental treatment 
Autiam 

Hyperactivity 

Other behavior problema 

Leukemia 

Other blood dyoeraolaa 
Brain tuKoro 
Sareomao 

Squamouo cell earclpoma 
Other ijeoplaomo 




48.1 
9.9 
40.7 
30.9 
17.3 
17.3 
2.5 

46.9 
2.5 
38.3 
27.2 
3.7 
9.9 
2.S 
2.3 
3.7 
6.2 



37.5 
9.1 
39.8 
36. A 
20.4 
14.8 
2.3 

27.3 
2.3 

25.0 

2611 
3.4 

12.5 
2.3 
1.1 
6.8 
5.7 



40.3 
9.7 
36.1 
31.9 
13.9 
.16.7 



31.9 
4.2 
23.6 
25.0 
, 1.4 
3.6 
2.8 
2.8 
6.9 
9.7 



48.9 
7.8 
36.7 
33. S 
20.0 
15.6 
1.1 

36.7 
5.5 
31.1 
38.9 
3.3 
6.7 
3.3 
2.2 
3.3 
8.9 
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Table 4-11. Thus, 35 percent of 1975 graduates reported treating patients with 
mental retardation, compared to 53 percent in ^978, and 21 percent of 1975 
^raduateo oaid they had treated "'nursing-lipme patients, while 44 percent of 1978 
graduates had done so. Among areas showing declines were poliomyelitis, which 
went from 7 percent to 3 percent, and allergic reactions to drugs, which went 
from 47 percent to 37 percent, > * 

The general picture which emerges from these data is that the schools 
differed considerably on how much clinical exposure to handicapping conditions 
they provided their students at the beginning of the funding period* They drew 
in differefit mixes of handicapped patients as the project progressed, but they 
did fulfill their obligation to provide this kind of experience. Th^s confirms 
the observat ions* made on site visits. ^ 

The overall pattern can be highlighted in Table 5, which shows, in percent 
the students who treated two or more patients with selected handicapping con- 
ditions for the years 1975 through 1978. While the numbers are small, overall, 
there is a steady increase, the average doubling from three in^l975 to six 
percent in 1978. There is no doubt that clinical exposure to handicapping 
conditions increaoed between 1975 and 1978. * 

Treatment Planning; Alternatives 
One section of the test booklet, treatment planning alternatives, asked 
for judgments to what disposition the student would make of patients with 
different combinations of a handicapi^ing condition and a dental problem. 
Alternatives were (a) treat in the office; (b) treat after consultation with a 
specialist; (c) treat in a hoopital;|or (d) refer to a dental specialist. At 
the time this section was developed /in early 1974,, the advisory committee 



J 



Table 5 



Percent of students who treated 2 or more 
patients with selected handicapping conditions 
1975 through 1978 



Handicap 

Mental retardation 
Cerebral palsy 
Epilepsy 

Stroke (including 
facial paralysis) 

Spinal cord injuries 

Multiple sclerosis 

Muscular dystrophy 

Mul t iply-hand icapped 

The Nursing-home patient 

Cleft palate (and cleft 
lip) 



1975 

N ° Tja 
10 
5 
6 
2 

1 

0 
1 

4 
3 
2 



1976 
910 
13 
5 
6 
2 

1 
1 
1 
A 
4 
2 



1977 
690 
12 
6 
4 
2 

2 
2 
1 

4 
3 




2 
2 
1 

8 
7 

2- 



Average 
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members chose the alternatives they thought most likely to be appropriate for 
a dentist newly out of dental school. These alternatives are marked with an 
asterisk in Table 6, which also shows- ti^e^^perc^ of all students who chose 
each alternative in each year. , 

From 1974 throUgh 1977, the proportion of students choosing "rputine 
office treatment" as the alternative increased rather steadily. Across all 
25 items, the average percentage choosing that alternative was 32.0 in 1974, 
34.9 in 1975 , 36.7 in 1976, and 38.3 in 19^. In 1978 , however, the average 
percentage choosing that alternative dropped to 34.8. The reason for this 
decline may possibly be found in the number of cases involved in 1978, 796, 
compared with 690 cases in^977. Nine schools were involved in each of 
the two years, although not the same nine. It appears that the project 
directors made somewhat more effort to obtain maximum participation in 1978 
than in the previous ye^lr , and it may well have been that these additional 
' students were those less concerned with the handicapped program or perhaps 
j even adverse to it. 

VJhen the alternatives preferred by the advisory committee are considered, 
there is again a drop-off from 1977 to 1978, but not the rising trend from 
1974 to 1977. (For ten items, "routine office treatment" was the preferred 
or one of two preferred alternatives; thus these categories are not completely 
independent of one another.) From 19^ to 1977 , the average percentage 
remained about the same, the figures being 56.7 for 1974 , 55.1 for 1975 , ^6.1 
for 1976 , and 56. ^ for 1977 . Then in 1978 , it fell to 53.8. 

It should be noted that the "preferred alternatives" were chosen by the 
advisory committee before the training program w^ underway, although after 
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TABLE 6 



Description of Patient 



The Porccntalfje ^ Total Studcnto who chooe each Patient Treatncnt 
Alternative CcnccrninR Different Kinds of Patients, by Year 

* Alternative Treatment , 



A ooverely retarded 8-yoar-old girl with extensive 
caries in the primary dentition, together with 
gingival inflannation 



rontino office troatincnt 

after consultation with apctjfi^liat 

only in a hospital* 

rofer to dental npcaialis t^ 



197^ 
N « 526 

1^.1 

20.0 

2^.3 

40.3 



1975 
N - 791 

20.3 

24.7 

17.4 

33.9 



1976 
N - 911 



2Ti. 
25.^ 
19.2 
28.5 



9m N 

w 



1977 

N » 690 

27.2 
23.9 
16.5 
39.6 



^978, 
N • 796 

14.8 

22.1 

24.9 

J4.2 



An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate 
periodontal disease « 



rontine office ^eatment* 85.4 83.4 85.2 

after consultaticn with specialist 13.5 ' 11.6 , 11.6 
only in a hospital 0.4 0.1 

_rnfer_tp dnntal_ spocialisjt 0^8 2^4 1.8 




3. A blind and deaf patient with marked gingivitis 



routine office treatment* 

after consultation with iJpocialiat* 

onli^n a hospital 

jrofr!r__to fTnntal_apaciaXiat 



42.8 
33.3 
1.7 
21.5 



50.1 
25.8 
1.5 
.19.1 



4. An 10-yoar-old henophiliac with deep carious 
lesions in several ooxillary teeth 



5. A cooperative 12-year-old boy with Down's sypdrotno, 

carious' lesions in several tooth, and severe gingivitis 



routine office treatmant* 
after consultation with spocialiat 
only in a hospital 
rf^f pX^9^ f*J^tf%X^ pepia liat 



6. A severely hypertensive 58-yoar-old nan in need 
of gingivcctoiaieo 



rhutine office treatncnt 

after CQiisuXtation with apeaialiat 

only in a hospital* 

refer t0_jlenpj!iX_nfir^cia_l ist* 



59.3 
32.1 
2.3 
5.5 
7.2 
40.1 
25.1 

JhL 



70.3 
20.9 

1.0 
j4_«5_ 

6.9 
44.7 
18.7 
25.7 



An 0-year-old girl with leukenia in remission who has 
largo carious lesions in three primary teeth 

— \ - ^ 



routine office treatncnt " 
after consultation wikli apccialiat* 
only in a hospital 
rfifor^h^flrntAl^f^Pf'M alin t 



A Dodoratoly retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-yoar-old 
boy wi'th a dcntoalveo^r abscess 

J 



routine office treatment* 
after cgnsultaticn witii apeeialiat 
only in a hospital 
_r/}frir_J:o_(lmta l^nj^npial ist 



16.5' 
62.7 
10.1 

39.7 
31.0 
6.1 

,2_2,.,6 



16.9 
59.7 
11.5 

51.1 
23.8 
4.3 
17.4 



53.2 
!£6.6 
2.2 
16.6 



routine office treatncnt 3.8 2.9 3.0 

after consultation with apeeialiat* 28.5 33.9 37.0 

4 

onXtf in a hospital 46.4 41.5 39.7 

jrnfrtr_tp_jipntal_f;j}eniaH^^ 20.3 17.8 17.5 



77.2 
16.5 
1.2 

7.4 
46.1 
18.2 
25.6 



13.8 
60.8 
12.0 

_1_<1«9_ 
56.8 
23.6 
4.5 
13.2 



16.8 
58.7 
8.8 

n.T_ 

53,0 
22.0 
4.6 
18. 5_ 



14.2. 
57.5 
12.3 

47.2 
27.0 
. 5.0 

Ll-6.6 



1 1 1 



Doocrlptlon of Patient 

A 40-year-old edentulous woman with an unrepaired 
complete cleft of the hard and soft palates who 
is In need of a prosthesis 



Alternative Treatment 



/ 



TOMtinQ office treatment 

after, consultation with specialist 

only in a hospital 

refer, to dental specialist* 



1974 
6.8 

12.0 
1.1 

79.3 



1975 
8.8 

14.4 
Q.5 

7A.0 



1976 
6.8 

14 .4 
1.3 

75.6 



1977 
6.8 

12.9 
1.3 

77.4 



1978 
6.7 

14.4 
1,5 

73.6 



10. A 24-year-old -mdderately retarded man with coi^trollctf^ 
epilepsy and carious lesions In two molars 



routine office treatment* 7i.4 74.8 78.7 77.8 71,4 

after consultation with specialist* 23.9 19.6 17.5 17.7 21.0 

only in a hospital 0.8 0.6 0.7 1.0 1,1 

refer to dental specialist 2.3 ' 2.9 1.3 Z>6 2>3 



11. A severely retarded 18-year-old In need of gln^jlvectomles* 



routine of fic& -treatment 10.3 14.3 17.2 

after consultation with specialist 12.2 15.0 " 17.1 

otily in a hospital 23.8 19.7 ^ 2*2.4 

refer to dental specialist* , 53.0 47.5 40.3 



18.1 
13.2^ 
19.0 
' 48,^3 



14.2 
15.1 
24.1 
^2.1 



12. A 48-year-old woman with a prosthetic cardiac "'heart valve 
» replacement who is in need of a pulp extirpation 



routine office treatment 24.1 21.2 20.2 .31.0 37.4. 

aft&r consultation with specialist* 58.4 56.1 59.2 55.4 47.0- 

onlg in a hospital 9.9 10.4 7.6 5.2 5.5' 

refer to dental specialist 7.0 8.8^ 9.9 7.1 6.0 



13, A severely retarded 18-year-old in need apicoectomy 



routine office treatment 8.0 12,3 14.8 15*9 9.8 

after consultation with specialist 8,9 10.5 » H-.l 9.1 11.6- 

-oJvZy. i/i a hospital** 21.5 18,7 * 19.0 16.4 20.5 . 

refer to dental specialist* 61.0 55.6 52.5 57.1 54.4 



14.' An 8-year-old autistic child with fractured anterior teeth 



routine office treatment* 29.3 37.7 43.2 44.5 34.2 

after consultation with specialist 29.7 28.8 27.5 24.1 29,1 

only in a hospital |. 4.7 3.8 5.8 5.4 6.8 

refer to dental specialist ^ 32. 7_ 25.4 20.3 24.2 25.7 



15. A 6-year~old mbderately retarded girl with a repaired 
cleft palatfe and dental <carles 



routine office treatment* 

after bonsultatkofl with specialist 

only in q hospital 

refer to dental specialist 



— 
72.0 ' 

I8.'l 

0.8 

8.2 



71.8 
16.4 
1.0 
7.8 



74.3 
14.8 

a. 4 

7.8 



73.9 
12.2 
1.3 
11.2 



16. A 56-ye^-old man wl^h a history of two episodes of 
stroke who is in need of multiple extractions 



routine office treatment 1.9 3.8 2»6 

after consultation with specialist 27.9 34.1 ^ 35.0 

only in^ hospital* 05.0 29.1 31.0 

refer to dental Specialist* 34.2 28.8 " 27.8 



5.5 
33^6 
25.6 
32.5 



17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly decked 
molar that must be extracted 



routine office treatment 30 . 0 44.2 ; 44 . 5 

after consultation with specialist 24.9 19.2 20.4 

only .in a hospital* . 6*5 5.4 6.7 

refer to dental specialist* 37.6 27.8 25.7 



49.3 
1/4 
6.1 
25.2 



65*3 

19. a 

9.2 



5.6 
37.8 
24.4 
27.9 



42-6 
17.3^ 

6.2 
29. 4* 



4i 
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Description of Patient 




1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 






routine office treatment 




CO . J 


32.5 


J>> . 7 


26»3 








17.9 


15.7 


15.6 


15.1 


16.1 




extirpation 


only in a hospital* 


12.5 


12.5 


13.7 


10.3 


. 15.7 


1— 






49*0 


40.8 


36.3 


39.7 


37.9 






routine office treatment* 


HX . 






60.9 


SI Q 


1 Q 


A 16*'year~ old boy wl th muscular dy 6 trophy and carious 




36.9 


32.5 


29.9 


25.8 


28.8 




lesions In several teeth 


only in a hospital 


6.3 


4.0 


(f .0 

\ 


o c 










15.2 


9.5 


9.1 


9.6 


9.4 






routine office treatn^nt 


^ 


A 


5J . o 




55.8 


OA 


An 18*~year~old noderatiely retarded contirblled 


aXCBX UX Ca UX O/i IrXW* c»^/c.wxuixc» i. 


29. 1 


27.9 


28.5 


27.4 


25.0 




epileptic wl'th glnglv<il hyperplasia 


opii; in a hospital 


.1.7 


2.4 


2.;5 


1.9 


O 1 

3.x 








13.3 


12.5 


13.0 


13.0 


11.8 






routine office treatihertt 


^l. D 




jD . 0 


^0 A 

J7 . H 


J7 . X 




A 12*-year*~old ' glr 1 with b recent history of rheumatic 


aXCGJr wOnSUX CauXO/J wXClJ o^i^wXclXXo (. 


50.6 


50.9 


51.9 


50.6 


48.7 




fever who Is In need of an extraction 


o/lit/ in a ho^pitai 


3-6 


2.8 


3.7 


o o 








refer to dental specialist 


3.8 


4.5 


5.5 


6.2 


4.5 






xou cxne Ox XX ere cxeac/ncn c 


47.0 


48. 4 


53. i 


54. 3 


51.1 


22. 


A 48-year~old woman with multiple sclerosis and 


flPCGJT Cw/JSUX Cci uXOn MrXU/« opCwXaXXou 


A1 1 

H± . X 


JO . o 


J J . 7 


33.9 


33.9 




gingival Inflammation 


onii; in a hospital 


3.4 


1.8 


1.9 




o /. 






rerer ucncax oj^wxcixxoi. 


7.6 


7.5 


6.7 


8.5 


7.2 




A 60-year-old man In need of an obturator for a — 


jTOutinG office treatment * 


7.6 


5.1 


5.2 


4«8 


4.8 


23. 






10.5 


11.2 


10.4 


maxillary defect secondary to therapy for a squamous 


ax CGJT wonoux cacxon wx cii ^pewxcixx^ u 


Q Q 


12. 3 






onit; in a hospital 


1.1 


QmO 


O 1 

I, . 1 


9 Q 
Z . 7 


1.1 






rerer ac/jcax £»pu(«xcixxoi. 


81.0 


79^4 


79.9 


79.6 


79.6 






routine office treatment 


0.2 


1.0 


2.0 


2.5 


1.6 


OA 


A 16— year— old hemophiliac with a badly decayed 


after cofisuXtation with specialist 


12.2 


19.3 


19.8 


25.4 


.19.8^ 




molar that must be extracted 


only in a hospital* 


<«n ft 

jU» d 


A'^ 9 


* 

A"^ 


JO . H 


40.4 






refer to dental specialist 


36.7 


31.7 


30.1 


30.4 


33.9 






routine office treatment* 


63.9 


55.0 


55.5 


58.5 


62.6 




An 18-year-old controlled diabetic In need of glnglv'oplasty 


after consultation with specialist* 


27.0 


34.1 


31.0 


29.0 


25.5 


25. 




0.5 


1.5 


5.7 


' 0«6 




only in a hospital 


1.1 






refer to dental specialist 


7.6 


8.0 


9.4 


10.4 


7.7 



* Alternatives selected by advisory committee. Total percentages may differ from 100 because of omissions and rounding error. 



proposals had been reviewed and funding decisions made. It is possibles that 
different alternatives might have been preferred by the advisory committee 
after consideration of the programs as they actually developed. 

Tables 6-1 through 6-11 show the corresponding data on treatment planning 
alternative selection separately by schools. Since the number of cases is 
smaller, obviously, for each school than for the total, one can expect these 
figures to be affected more by random fluctuation. 

For School 01, the average percentag^^ choosing "routine office treatment" 
was 40.7 in 1974, 34.4 in 1975, 36.1 in 1976, 40.5 in 1977 , and 35 .4 in 1978. 
The average percentage choosing the preferred alternatives for the corresponding 
years was 58.9, 54.6, 57.7 , 58.0, and 51.9. Any trend here, if there is^one, 
is more than overcome by random fl^t'uatioh. 

^t School 02, the average -perceiitage choosing "routine of fit5e treatment" 
was 25.0 in 1974, 40.3^in 1975, 40yr in 1976, 41 .5 tn 1977 , and 33.6 in 1978. 
Here we have a repetition of the phenomenom found for the total group, an 
increase through^ 1977 anci then a drop-off in 1978. The corresponding figures 
for those choo8.ing the preferred alternatives were 55.7 , 52^1 , 56.. 3 , 57.5 , and 
55.3, with no trehd apparent. , 

School 03 was represented only in 1974 and 1975. The average percentage 
choosing "routine office treatment" was 25.6 in 1974 and 24.5 in 1975. The 
average percentage^ cholbsing the preferred alternatives was 57.8 in 4974 and 
51.4 in 19^75. 

, School 04'"was not represented in 1977 but was included in each of the 
other years. The average percentage choosing "routine office treatment" was 
34.4 in 1974, 36.3 in 1975, 29.0 in 1976, and 29.7 in 1978. The corresponding" 
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TABLE 6-1 



The Percentage of School One Students Who Chose Each Patient Ttcatnent 
Altcmaclve Concerning Different Kinds of Patient* , by Year 





Description of Patient • 


Alternatlvr; Treatnaent ^ 


1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 








N - 53 


N - 64 


N - 69 


N « 65 


N - 62 




A severcAy rccaraca o-ycur^oAa gin witn extensive carles 

In the primary dentition, together with gingival 

Inf lasaaatlon ^ 


routino office ttcatment 

after consultation with ifpcci'aliat 

only in M hospitml^ 


20.7 
13.2 
15.1 


12.5 
23 A 
20.3 


14.5 
18.8 
10.1 


20.0 
21.5 
21.5 


11.3 

24*2 
8.1 






refer to <lentaX specialist* 


50.9 


42.2 


56.5 


36.9 


53.2 






routine office treatraent* 


90.6 


85.9 


73.9 


76.9 


66.1 


2. 


An arthritic 64-ycar-old raan with moderate periodontal 
-disease 


after consultation witli spccialiat 

only in a hospital 

refer to. dental apcpialiat 


9.4 


12.5 


20.3 
4.3 


16.9 
1.5 
4.6 


24.2 
1.6 

^ 6.4 






routine offjice tzeatmnt* 


66.0 


40.6 


36.2 


60.0 


56.4 


3. 


A blind and deaf patient wlt;h marked gingivitis 


after conaujltation with specialist* 
only in a hospital 


15.1 


26.6 


31.9 
2.9 


16.9 
3.1 


24.2 
3.2 






refer to dental specialist 


18.9 


31.2 


29.0 


; 20.0 


14.5 






routino office treatment 


7.5 


1.6 


2.9 


3.1 


4.8 




An 18-yoar-old homophlllac with deep carlouo loslono 
In several naxlllary teeth 


after consultation with specialist* 
only in a hospital 


34.0 
37.7 


40.6 
37.5 


36.2 
23.2 


26.1 
41.5 


37.1 
24.2 




- r * - ■ - ^ ., > 


refer to dental sjxtaialiat 


20.7 


17.2 


37.7 


29.2 


30.6 






routine office treatment* 


73.6 


71.9 


75.4 


84.6 


66.1 


5. 


A cooperative IZ-yoar-old boy with Down's syndrome i 
carious lesions In several tooth » and severe gingivitis 


after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital 


11.3 


20.3 ' 
1.6 


17.4 


e, 12.3 
1.5 


24.2 






refer to dental specialist 


_13,._2 


4.7 


7.2 


1.5 


6.4 






routine office tzeattnont 


13.2 


4,.7 


4.3 


3.1 


4.8 


6. 


A severely hypertensive 58-year-old man In need 
of glnglvoctoolco 


after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital* 


45.3 
22.6 


54.7 
14.1 


40.6 
8.7 


38.5 
18.5 


51.6 
11.3 






refer to dental sjtecialist*! 


18.9 


25.0 


46.4 


40.0 


30.6 




1 


routine office treatment 


13 .2 


23.4 


23.2 


29.2 


22.6 



An 8-year«qld girl with leukemia In remission who has *^ 
largo cairlous lesions In throe primary teefh 



after consultation 'with specialist* 



only in 



rcfe^tddent^^^ 



a hospi tal 



49.1 
IS. 9 
18.9 



54.7 

6.2 
12.5 



59.4 
&.8 
11.6 



49.2 
7.7 

12. 3_ 



56.4 
8.1 
9.7 



rou 



office treatment* 



A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13~year-old 
boy with a dentoalyeolar abscess 



after! Mriauitation with specialist 
only iri^a hospital 

_r:efer tn denta^-f^I^^^^^ ^Ij f^P 



49.1 
^.6 
3.8 
24.5 



46.5 
17.2 
1.6 

29.. 7 



59.4 
17.4 
4.3 
18. ft 



50.8 
18. 5 
7.7 
21.5 



51.6 
22.6 
6.4^ 
16.1 



Note. Total percentages may differ from 100 boeauso of omlsalono and rounding error. 





nnnrrlntloti of Pntlr>nt 


Alternative Treatcent 


1974 


1975 


1976 


. 1977 


1978 






routine office troatrncnt 


3.8 


20.3 


8.7 


13.8 


14.5 


9. 


A AO-ycar-old cdcntulouo woman with an unrepaired 


after Gonaultation with opccialiat 


7.5 


17.2 


26.1 


9.2 


19.3 




eonplctc cloft of the hard and ooft palatco who * 






1.4 








Is In need of a prosthesis 


onltj in a hospital 


• 




- 


1.6 






mfnr to dnntal spctrialifit* 


8B.7 


60.9 


63.8 


76.9 


62.9 






routine office trcatncnt* 


86.8 


78.1 


82.6 


83.1 


69.3 


10. 


A 24-year-oXd noderatoly retarded nan with controlled 


after consultation with tipcciallst* 


11.3 


17.2 


13.0 


13.8 


22.6 




epilepsy and carious lesions in two tnolars 


only in a hospital 


- 


1.6 




1.5 


3.2 






refer to dental f}pc(7ialist 


1.9 


1.6 


4.3 


1.5 


1.6 






routine office treatment 


20.7 


10.9 


13.0 


10.8 


14.5 


11. 


A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of gingivectomies 


after consultation with apeaialist 


7.5 


12.5 


8.7 


6.1 


14.5 




only in a hospital 


11.3 


28.1 


7.2 


33.8 


12.9 






refer to Cental fipf^nialiKt'k 


60.4 


46.9 


71.0 


49.2 


51.6 






routine office fcreafement 


26.4 


17.2 


24.6 


32.3 


41.9 • 




A 40-year-old woman with a prosthetic cardiac heart valve 


after consultation with apccialiat* 




65.6 


58.0 


46.1 


43»5 




replacement who is in need of a pulp extirpation 


only in a hospital 


9.4 


3.1 


2.9 


7.7 


3.2 








5«7 


12.5 


13/0 


13.8 


9.7 






routine office treatment 


11*3 


9.4 


13.0 


4.6 


8.1 




A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of an apicoectony 


arzor consuizazxon wx^i spcztAaJLHiz 


J • 


10.9 


7.2 


6*1 


19.3 


13. 










11.3^ 




only in a hospital* 


5.7 


17.2 


8.7 


21.5 






refer to (Cental npef^ialifjt^ 


73.6 


__6Q.J_ 


69.6 


67.7 


59.7 






routine office treatment* 


41.5 . 


34.4 


47.8 


53.6 


33.9 




An 8-ycar-old autistic child with fractured anterior teeth 


after consultation with apeaialist 


28.3 


28.1 


27.5 


21.5 


17.7 


14. 






6.2 


1.4 


3.1 


9.7 




only in a hospital 


1.9 






refer to (fental^fipeGialist __ 


26.4" 


29.7 


23.2 


21.5 








routine office treatment* 


79.2 


65.6 


82.6 


78.5 


69.3 


15. 


A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with a repaired 


after consultation with specialist 


13.2 


2r5.0 


10.1 


9.2 


19.3 




cleft palate and dental caries 


only in a hospital 


- 


- 


- 


- 


1.6 






refer to (tental npenialist 


7. 5 


7.8 


7.2 


12.3 


8.1 


---^ 




routine office treatment 






5.8 


6.1 


4.8 


16. 


A S6-ycar-oXd man with a history of two episodes of 


after consultation with specialist 


33.8 


35.9 


36.2 


29.2 


41.9 




stroke who. ia in need of multiple extractions 


only in a hospital* 


30.2 


23.4 


10.1 


27.7 


14.5 






refer to dental swf?ialint* 


28.3 




46.4 


36.9 


35.5 






routine office traatmcnt 


52.8 


40.6 


46.4 


58,5 


50.0 


17, 


A blind and deaf 6-ycar-:old boy with a badly decayed * 


aftor consultation witii specialist 


9.4 


23.4 


15.9 


14^4 


U.3 




molar that cuot he extracted 


only in a hospital* 


1.9 


1.6 


1.4 


6.1 


6.4 






refer tn dental npnf?ialint* 


35.8 


29.7 


36.2 


20.0 


29.0 







Alternative Treatment 


1974 , 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 




~°'°'""°"/ 


routine office treatment 


34.0 


17.2 


il,7 


.23.1 


^^27.4 




A sovoroly rctordcd 16"'//oar-*old In nood of o pulp 


after consultation with 9pd6i^sli8t 
only in a^hospitAl^ 


3.8 
1.9 


9.4 
15.6 


5.8 
8.7 


4.6 
.15.4 


21.0 
8.1 




/. 


rofor to flont^l apccialiat* 




54 .7 


63^8 


56.9 


41.9 




• / ' 


routine office treatnont* 


50.9 


45.3 


52.2 


72.3 


50.0 , 


1 n 


A 16"'yoar-'old boy with ausculdr dyotrophy and carious 
lesions In several tctsth 


after consultAtion with spbciaXist 
only in a hospital 


22.6 
1.9 


35.9 
1.6 


/ Jl.^ 

5.8 




3Z.3 
3.2 






refer tn dnntal npncialint 


24. 5 


14 .1 


10.1 


9.2 


1^.9 




t 


routine office treatrnont 


11 A 


56.2 


43.5 


61*.5 


51.6 


OA 


An 10-yoar-old modcyat'iily retarded controlled 

pnllootlc ul tVi Cflnc?lv/»1 rtni n 


af%er consultation ^with apccialist 
only in a ho3pi,tal 


9.4 
1.9 


28*1 
— 


30.4 


16.9 
1.5 


19 . 3 
8.1 






refer to dental apocialist* 


11.3 


12.5 


26.1 


20.0 


17.7 


c 


/ 


routine office treatment 


41.5 


57.8 


52.2 


47.7 


43.5 




A 12-yeQr-old girl/ with' a recent hlotory of rheunatlc 

fcuvui wiiu au All iiuuu i/fc (Jll (jAbtaGEXun 


after consultation with opccialiiPt* 
only in a hospital 


45.3 
5.7 . 


35. 
- \ 


37.7 
2.9 


38.5 
6.1 


45.2 
3.2 






refer to dental npncialiat 


7.5 


3.1 


lA 


7.7 


6.4 




/ ^ 


routine office trcatnTcn^ 


58.*5 


45.3 


46.4 


56.9 


41.9 


22. 


A 40-year~old wopan with aultlple oclcroolQ and 

T 


after consultation with a^cialiat 
only in a hospital 


26.4 
3.8 


39.1 


40.6 
1.4 


32.3 
3.1 


35.5 
6.4 






refer^ to dental specialist 


11.3 


12.5 


10.1 


6.1 


12.9 


23. 


A 60-ycar-old man In need of an obturator for a 
.paxlllary dofoct oecondary to therapy for a oquainouG 
coll carclaocu^ of tho hard palato 


routine office treatnicnt 

after consultation with apccialiot* 

only in a hospital 


5.7 
7.5 
3.8 


7.8 
18.7 


7.2 
18.8 

m 


3.1 
6.1 
3.1 


11'. 3 
17.7 
3.2 






refer to dental npecialist 


83.0 


70. 3 


72.5 


87.7 


66.1 




• 


routine office troatno/it 




1.6 


2.9 


3.1 


6.4 


It*. 


A 16-*yc4r-old hemDphlllac with a badly decayed 
nolar that must be extracted 


aftor consultation with apecialiat 
only in a hospital* 


11 o 

IJ.Z 
54.7 


1 o c 
IZ . J 

37.5 


^ 1 Q O 

lo. O 
30.4 


15.4 
33.8 


21.0 
24.2 






refer to dental sj)ef?ialint 


32.1 


40.6 


44.9 


46;i 


45.2 






routine office troafenont* 


86.8 


65.6 


62.3 


75.4 


62.9 


25. 


An 18-year-old controlled diabetic In need of glnglvoplasty 


aftor consultation with apccialist* 
only in a hospital 


9.4 
1.9 


26.6 


11.6 


12.3 
1.5 


17.7 
1.6 






refer to dental spnnialiot 


1.9 




24.6 


10.8 


16a 



Altcrnatlvefs eonoldered ao boot rcoponoe to Itcn for newly graduated dentist by advisory eommltteo. 



TABLE 6-2 



The Percentage of School TWo Students Who Choae Each Patient Treatment 
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patlento, by Year 



Deocription of Patient 



It A ooverely retarded 8~year-old girl with extensive 

caries in the primary dentition » together with 
/ * gingival inflaiDpiation 



Alternative Treatment 


'1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 




N - 62 


N, - 86 


N - 98 


N - 93 


N - 84 


routine office tromtmcnt} 


8.1 


22.1 


38.8 


38.7 


13.1 


after consultation with specialist 


24.2 


24.4 


20.4 


29.0 


23.8 


only in a hospital^ 


4.8 


22.1 


17.3 


10.7 


32.1 


refer to dental specialist* 


62*9 


27.9 


22.4 


20.4 


28.6 


routine office treatment* " 


83.9 


88.4 


87.8 


90.3 


86.9 


after consultation with specialist 


16.1 


8.1 


- 8.2 


7.5 


" 11.9 



2. An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate 
periodontal disease ^ 



only in m hospital 

rofer to dental specialist 



3.5 



1.0 
3.1 



1.1 
1.1 



3. A blind and deaf patient with marked gingivitis 



routine office treatment* 32.'3 
after consultation with specialist* 38.7 
only in a hospital 1.6 
refer to dental specialist 27.4 



54.7^ 
24.4 
3.5 
16.3 



53.1 
23.5 
I'.O 

22.4 



71.0 
18.3 
2.1 
8.6 



An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deep cariouo 
lesions in several maxillary teeth 



61.9 
16.7 
2.4 
16.7 



routine office treatment 1.6 5.8 3.1 2.1 

•after constMtation with specialist* 3&. 7 31.4 26.5 46.2 44.0 

onlt^ in a hospital 38.7 40.7 49.0 31.2 29.8> 

refer to dental specialist 21.0 22.1 ' 20.4 20.4 22.6 



A cooperative 12-year-old boy^with Down's syndrofflc, 
carious lesions in several teeth » and severe gingivitis 



routine office treatment* 
after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital 
refer to dental spfidalist 



6. A ooverely hyportenoivo 58-ycar-old man in need 
of gingivcctomies 



7. An 8-year-old girl with leukemia in rcmiooion who has 
largo carious lesions in three primary teeth 



routine office treatment 
after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital* 
refer to dental ^ specialist* 



8. A moderately retarded* corobral-palsicd 13-year-old 
boy with a dentoalveolar abscess 




routine office treatment 
after consultation with specialist* 
only in a hospital 
refer to dental_ specialist 



routine office treatment* 
after consultation witl/r specialist 
only in a hospital 
ref er to de ntal snc(?ialiot 



Deacrlptlon of Patient 



Alternative Treatment 



I - 
I 



ERIC 



A 40~year-old edentJUlou«/wom)m with an unrepaired 
complete cleft of ther^rd and aof t palates who 
Is In need of a pro^^esls 



routine office treatment 
after consultation with speaialiat' 
only in a hospital 
refer to dental specialist^ 



e<3^ial 



1974 
1.6 
8.1 



90.3 



1975 
7.0 
16.3 



76.7 



10. A 24-year-old moderately retarded man with controlled 
epilepsy and carious lesions «ln two molars 



11. A severely retarded 18-year-old In need* of glnglyectomles 



1976 
10.2 
14.3 
1.0 
73.5 



1977 
8.6 

20,4 
2.1 

68.8 



routine office treatment* 

after consultation with specialist* 

only in a hospital 

ref&r to <^g*^aJ specialist 



64.5 
27.4 

8.1 



86.0 
10.5 

3.5 



83.7 
1.0 



76.3 
22.6 



12. A 48-year~old woman with a prosthetic cardiac heart valve 
replacement who Is In nefe4^f a pulp extirpation 



13. A severely retarded 18 —year— old In need of an aplcoectomy 



1976 
8.3 

16.7 
1.2 

72.6 



66.7 
29.8 
1.2 
1.2 



routine pffice treatment 1.6 24.4 24.5 30.1 15.5 

after consultation with specialist 16. X .12.8 19.4 18.3 15.5 

only in a hospital 12.9 16.3 17.3 11.8 30.9 

refer to dental specialist* 69.3 43.0. 36.7 39.8 35.7 



routine office treatment 22.6 20.9^ 22.4 16.1 40.5 
after consultation with specialist* 54.8 47.7 55.1 68.8 47.6 
only in a hospital 9,7 17.4 8.2 9.7 5.9 
refer to dental specialist 12.9 11.6 14.3 5^ 3,5 



routine office treatment 6.4 20.9 28.6 28.0 13.1 

after consultation with specialist 12.9^ 11.6 8.2 10.7 9.5 







Qnly in a hospital* 


11.3 


17.4 


12.2 


10^.7 


26.2 






refer to dental specialist* 


69.3 


50.0 


. 49.0 


50.5 


48.8 






routine office treatmentit 


21.0 


45.3 


48.0 


47.3 


' 25.0 


14. 


An 8-year-old autistic child with fractured anterior teeth 


after consultation with specialist 


21.0 


31.4 


26.5 


28.0 


29.8 






only in a hospital 


1.6 


2.3 


5.1 


3.2 


r.i 






refer to dental specialist 


56.4 


18.^ 


18.4 


21.5 


35.7 




.) ' 


routine office treatm&nt* 


58.1 


74.4 


76.5 


84.9 


71.4 


15. 


A 6-year-old moderately, retarded girl with a repaired 
cleft palate and dental carles 


after consultation with specialist 
only in 4 hospital 


27.4 


13.9 
1.2 


U.3 
2.0 


8.6 


20.2 




ref0r to dental specialist 


12.9 


8.1 


6.1 


6.4^ 


5.9 






routine office treatment 




2.3 


3.1 


1.1 


1.2 


16. 


A 56-year-o3.d man with a history of two episodes of 
stroke who Is In need of multiple extractions 


after consultation with specialist 
Qnly in a hospital* 


21.0 
30.6 


26.7 
32.6 


22.4 
39.8 


26.9 
29.0 


44.0 
26.2 




\ 


refer to dental specialist* 


48.4 


37.2 


33.7 


43.0 


26.2 






, routine office treatment 


17.7 


50.0 


49.0 


59.1 


44.0 


17. 


A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly decayed 
molar that must be extracted, 


after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital* 


35.5 
1.6 


17.4 
4.6 


15*3 
4.1 


23.7 
3.2 


,:^6,.7 






refer to dental specialist* 


45.2 


26*7 


31.6 


11.8 


30.9 










V 









ties' 



, Deacrlptlon of Patient • Alternative Treatment 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 

routine office treatment 11,3 40,7 49.0 52,7 23.8 

18. A severely retarded 16-year-old In need of a pulp ^ , . . . . . 

extirpation *^ *^ after consultation with specialist 22.6 12.8 14.3 18.3 20.2 

only in a hospital* 3.2 12.8 10.2 4.3 21.4 

, refer to dental specialist* 62.9 33.7 25.5 23.7 33.3 

routine office treatment* 27.4 67.4 60.2 72.0 54.8 

19. A 16-year-old boy with muscular dystrophy and carious after consultation with specialist 41.9 26.7 29.6 21.5 38.1 
lesions In several teeth * , . ' . 

\ only in a hospital 4.8 - 5.1 

' J refer to dental sjsecialist 25.8 4.6 4.1 6^ 5.9 

routine office treatment 37,1 66.3 51.0. 51.6 46,4 

20, An 18-year-old moderately retarded controlled ( after consultation with specialist 37,1 17,4 19,4 36,6 30,9 
epileptic with gingival hyperplasia , . . . ^ 

*^ ^ only in a hospital - - 3,1 2.1 3.6 

refer to dental s]:>Qcialist* 25,8 16,3 26,5 9,7 17.9 

routine office treatment 35.5 » 41.9^ 33.7 29.0 32.1 

21. A 12-year-old girl with a recent history of rheumatic after consultation with specialist* 48.4 48.8 45,9 60,2 60,7 
fever who Is In need of an extraction . ^ . 

^ only in a hospital *^ 3,2 3,5 7,1 2.1 3.6 

refer to dental specialist 12,9 4,6 12,2 8,6 1,2 

____ — — — xouiiinG office tr^a t meni* — " ' — 33t9 — ^-63t^ 53.1 55, ^ 547S~r- 

22, A 48-year-old woman with multiple scleroslo and after consultation with specialist 54,8 26.7 34,7 35.5 36.9 
gingival Inflanmatlon y 

onlij in a hospital - - 1,0 

refer to dental specialist 9,7 7,0 < 11,2 8^6 5 . 9 

23. A 60-year-old man In need of an obturator for a treatment 3,2 ' 3,5 18,2 8.6 3.6 . 
maxillary defect secondary to therapy for a squamous after consultation with specialist* 3,2 15.1 10,2 18.3 10.7 

cell carcinoma of the hard palate , ^ , . , * 

*^ only in a hospital - - 1,0 1,1 . - 

rrifor to dentai specialist 93, 5 81,4 79.6 72,0 83,3 

routine office treatment - - 4.1 1,1 

24, A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly decayed after consultation with specialist 16,1 26,7 13,3 22 » 6 22,6 

molar that must be extracted , . ,* n « «^ « 

only in a hospital* 33,9 40,7 36,7 33,3 29,8 

^ refer to dentai specialist 50,0 32,6 43,9 41,9 44,0 

routine office treatment* 56,'4 62,8 51,0 52,7 50,0 

25, An 18-year-old controlled diabetic In need of glnglvoplas^T^''^^' consultation with specialist* 32,3 25,6 30,6 34,4 , 39,3 

only in a hospital - - 1,0 1,1 1,2 
refer to dentai apocialist 11,3 11,6 17,3 11,8 8,3 

^Alternatives selected by advisory committee. Total percentages may differ from 100 because of omissions and rounding error, 

p" ■ 



TADtE 6-3 

* ■ • , - , 

Thd Percentage of , School Three Students Who Chose Each'Piitlent Treatment 
. ' ^ 'Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year - 





Description of Patient . * 




Alternative Treatment 


1974 


1975 


1976** 1977** 1978** 






• 




N - 35 


N " 37 




1 

X ■ 


carles In the primary 'dentition, together with 
gingival Inflammation 




routine office treatment 
' after consultmtion with specialist 
only in a hospital* 


14. 3 
14.3 
U.3 


10.8 
27.0 


* 








refer to dental spccialiat* 


34.3 


' S9.5 






S — ' : ; ' — : 




routine offica treatment* 


80.0 


I 

. .70.3 




2. 


An arthritic 64-year-Qld man with moderate, 
periodontal disease . ^ > 




after consultation with specialist 
^onltj in a hobpital 
refer to dental specialiat 


20.0^ 
- 


.21.6 
5.4 


* 




, ' ' ° \ 




i 

rgutino office treatment* 


28«6 


■ 7 

43. ? 




3. 


A blind and deaf patient with marked gingivitis . 




after consultation with specialist* 
only in a hospital 


57.1 ' 
2.9 


24.3 
*2.7 










refer to dental apodaliot 


11.4 


29/7 . 










f y 

routine office treatment 


- 


2.7 


4 

e . 

o 




An 18-ycar-old hemophiliac with deep carious 
"leototistn BrevernlrTrajcltlnrx-tncth t 




after consultation with apocialist* 
.only in .a hospital 


20.0 

54*; 3 


21.6 * 
43.^2 








refer to dental specialist 


25.7 


32.4 


o 








" t> » 
routine office trcatmcni;* 

i 


45.7 


35.1 




5. 


A cooperative I2-year-oId boy with ptft/n'o oyhdromc, , 
carious lesions In several teeth, and severe glnglvltlo^ 


after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital 


42.9 
2.9 


45.9 


A 








refer to dcntaJt specialist 


8.6 


18.9 










routine office tfeatmcnt v 








6. 


A severely hypertensive 58-year~o^.d man In need 
ofglnglvectomles 




after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital* • 


28?6 
25.7* 


43.2 ^ 
16.2 






/» ' . 




rofor to dental specialist^ 


45.7 


40.5 










Routine officii treatment 


5.7 


13.5 




7. 


An 8-ycar-old girl with leukemia Ip remloolon who •'has 
large carious lesions In three prJ.mary teeth 




after consultAtion with specialist* 

onltj in a hospital 

refer to denf:al specialist 


68.6 
11.4 
14.3 - 


51.3 
13.5 
21.6 






» ■ . > 




routine office treatment* 


31,4 


37.8 




8. 


A moderately retarded, ccrebral-palslbd 13-year-old 
boy with a dentodlveolar abscess ^ 




after consultation with specialist 
oiily in a hospital 


42.^ 
2.9.' 


29.7 
2.7 










refer to dental specialist 


22.9 


29.7 







id ' . . ■ ... 





ncncription of Patient , ' 


Alternative Treatment 


1974 


1975 - 


1976'** 1977** 1978** 


9. 


A ^O-yoar-old edentulous, woman with an unrepaired 


routine office treatment 


8.6 


10. e 






complete cleft of the hard and soft paluteo who 


after conaultmtion with apccialist 


U.3 


16.2 




* 


ia In need of a prosthe5lo 


only in a hospital 


- 


2.7 








rofor^to dental spcaialiat*' 


74.3 


70w3 






• 


routine office treatxnent* 


65.7 


51.3 


• 


10. 


A 2^-year-old coderately retarded man with controlled 


after consultation witli apccialist* 


31.4 


40.3 






epilepsy and carious lesions In two molars 


only in a hospital 




2.7 








refer to dental specialist 


2.9 


5.4 








routine office treatment 


^.9 


10.8 




11. 


A severely retarded IS-year-old In need of glnglvcctomics 


after consultation with apecialiat 


8.6 


16.2. 








only in a hospital 


14.3 


5.4 








refer to dental spccialiat* 


74.3 


67.6 








routine office t:^eatmeflt 


14.3 


18.9 




12. 


A ^8-year-old woman with a prosthetic cardiac heart valve 


after consultation with specialist* 


54.3 


48.6 


• 




replacement who Is In need of a pulp extirpation 


only in a hospital 


17.1 


24 • 3 








refer to dental specialist 


14.3 


8.1 








routine office treatment 


8.6 


13.5 




13. 


A severely retarded 18-year-old In need of on aplcoectomy 


after consultation With apccialist 


5.7 


10.8 








only in a hospital* 


5.7 


d.x 








refer to dental fipcaialiat* 


80.0 


67.6 








routine office treatment* 


20.0 


32.4 




U. 


An d-ycar-old autistic child with fractured anterior teeth 


after consultation with spcaiUlist 


37,1 


13.5 






only in a hospital 


2.9 


2,7 






'J 


refer to dental specialist ^ ' , 


37.1 


.45.9 


. ■ - 




A 


routine office treatment* 


68.6 


45.9 






A G-year-old moderately retarded girl with a repaired 


after consultation with speciali$t 


14.3 


29.7 






cleft palate and dental carleo , 


only in a hospital 




2.7 








refer to dental specialist 


i 


18.9 








routine office treatment 


I \ ■ 


- 




16. 


A 36-ycar-old man with a history of two oploodes of 


after consultation with specialist 


2S.i 


35.1 






stroke who Is In need of multiple oxtractlono 


only in a hospital* 


25.7 


16.2 


* 






refer to dental specialist'^ 


48.6 


45.9 








rgutine office treatment 


20.0 


32,4 




17. 


A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly decayed 


after consul tati^ witii specialist 


25.7 


16.2 






molar that must be extracted 


only in a hospital* 


2.9 


5.4 








refer to dental specialist* 


51.4 


45.9 





Dcgcription of Pati»nc ' 

18. A severely retarded IC-^ycar-^old In need of a pulp 
exClrpatlon 



AlternatlvfTreatMfnfc 



roueiii« office tteatmnt 
after con»ultation with gpeaiMliat 
only in m hdnpitml^ 
Jcmfmr_tp_df>nt^l_MVfT'im^ . 



^19. A 16-ycar-old boy with muscular^dystroph/ and carious 
lesl'ons in several teeth 



20. An IS-ycar-old moderately retarded controlled 
epileptic with Binsival hypt^rplasia 



routine officm txeatmnt^ 
after GonBultmtion with MpeaiMli»t 
only in « hospital 
refer to dental specialist 
routine office treatment* 
after aonsultatior^ with speaialist 
only in a hPMpital 
refer to dental apccial iat* 



21. A 12-ycar-old girl with a recent history of rheumatic 
fever who is in need o^ <an extraction 



22. A 40-ycar-old wozian with multiple sclerooi 
gingival inf lasmation ^ 



0 ahd 



routine office treatment 
after consultation witli speaialiat* 
only in a hospital " ' . 

jcofor_to dental apceialist 
xontlnt^ office treatment* 
aftor consultation wltJi opcaialiat 
only in 'a hospital 



23. A 60*yoar-old man in need of an otiturator for a 

maxillary defect oceondary to therapy for a oquomouD 
cell carcinoma of the hard palate 



routine office trcatinGnt 
aftor consultation *fith apcaialiat* 
only in a hospital 
refer to dental apod alist 



2^. A 16-year-old hcnophilfac with a badly decayed 
mqlar that must be extracted 



25. An 18-^car-old controlled diabetic in need of giRglvoplaoCy 




routine office treatment 
after consultation with specialist 
only in a ho*ipital* 
JtQ.C<lC-^fcp (^f^ntai spc^J^lint * 
routine of fice^ treatment* 
aft6r conaiiltatian with specialist* 
only in s hospital 



J97^ 
1A*3 
1A.3 
2.9 
68.6 



.1975^ 
13.5 
18.9 
5.A 
62.2 



1976** 



37.1 

37/1 
2.9 
22.9 
A2^9 
^2.9 
2.9 
11«4 



17.1 

17.1 
37.1 
^5.7 



^8.6 

S.7 
5.7 



2A.3 
48.6 

2.7 
2n.3 
43.2 
35.1 

2.7. 
18.9 




. 2.7 
10.8 

81/1 



2.7 
18.9 
37.8 
40. 5i 
40.5 
51.3 
2.7 
5.4 



* Altepiatlv^ selected by advisory eommittee. 
**Dat« not available for chio year 



Total percentages may -differ frott 100 because jof otnisalons and rouhding error 



TABLE 6-4 

Tho PorccntaBc of School Four Studcnta Wio Chooo Eafeh Patient Treatment . 
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patlento, by Year 

if 











19^5 






1978 








N - 23 


N - 106 


N - 112 




N - 122 


1« * 




routine office trcatnont 


13.0^ 


22.6 


13.4 




12.3 




carles In the primary dentition » together* with 


after consultation with specialiat 


26.1 


32.1 


36.6 




22.9 




gingival Inflaanatlon ^< 


onXy^in a howpital* 


39.1 


19.8^ 


26.8 




35.2 






refer to dental speaialittt* 


21.7 


23.6 


23.2 




27.9 






routine office treatment* 


91.3 


83.0 


75.0 




83.6 


2. 


An arthritic 5A~year-'old man with moderate 


after consultation with apecialiat 


4.3 


13.2 


23.2 




14.7 




perlollontal dloease 


only in a hospital 


-* 


0.9 


- 




m 






refer to dental specialist 


4.3 


0.9 


1.8 




•» 






routine office treatment* 


60.9 


60.4 


54. S 




46.7 


3. 


A blind and deaf patient with marked gingivitis ^ 


after consultation with apecialiat* 


21.7 


24.5 


33.9 




29.5 






only in a hospital 


4»3 


1.9 


1.8 




1.6 






refer to dcntal^spoGialist 


13.0 


8.S 


9.8 










routine office treatiaent 


4.3 


1.9 


0.9 








An 10->yoar-old her.oplllllac with deep carlouo 


after consultation with speaialiat* 


21.7 


35.8 


31.2 




24.6 




lesions In several maxillary teeth 


only in a hospital 


S6.5 


4S.3 


41.1 




44.3 






refer to dental aped alia t 


13.t) 


14.1 


25.9 




29.5; 






routine office treatment* 


65.2 


69.8 


67.0 




62.3 


5. 


A cooperative 12-year-old boy with Down's oyndrome, 


after consultation with specialist 


30.4 


21.7 


29.5 




32.8 




carious lesions In several teeth, and severe gingivitis 


only in a hospital 


4.3 


1.9 


0.9 




0^8 






refer to dental npefyialint 


- 


2.R 


2.7 




1.6 






^ routine office treatrttent 


13.0 


10.4 


4.5 




4.1 


6. 


A severely hypertensive 50-year-old nan In need 


after consultation witti spealalist 


47.8 


62.3 


53.6 




76.2 




of glnglvectomles 


only in a hospital* 


26.1 


12.3 


24.1 




12.3 






refer to dental ape(?ialist* 


13.0 


12.3 


17.9 




5.7 






routine office treatment 


13.0 


14.1 


11.6 




6.6 


7, 


An 3-year-old girl with leukemia In remission who has 


after conaultation with specialiat* 


69.6 


62.3 


"69.6 




66.4 




large carious lesions in three primary teeth 


only in a hospital 


13.0 


15.1 


10.7 




14.7 






TrsfnF t'n dnntnl /Sf}er*i/tllnt 


4.3 


4.7 


8.0 




9.8 






routine office treatment* 


60*9 


62.3 


55.4 




40.2 


0. 


A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-year-old 


after consultation with apecialiat 


30.4 


20.7 


29.5 




36.9 




boy with a dcntoalvoolar abscess 


only in a hospital 


8.7 


4.7 


2.7 




7.4 






refer to dental Qjyedaliot 




9.4 


11.6 




13.1 






■i 




\ 










til 















PoQcriptlon of*Pa£iGnt Alternativ e trcaemonc 197^ 197S _197f? X977** 1978 

9. A ^O-ycar-old cc^cntuloua woman with an unrepaired ' routine office feroafeno/if: - 7.S 6.6 
complete cleft of Che hard and ooft palates who after conaultation with speaialiat' 8.7 11.3 10.7" ^ 11.5 
is in need of a prosthesis ,^J*'^^, 

onlij^in M hoapital - 0.9 2.7 0.8 

lyf or_J?o ^ffnfca3_ffiJ^/?iAiijlft^ 91.3 78.3 " 83.9 < 79.5 

^ routine office treatment* 56.5 70.7 66. X 66. A 

10. A 2 A-y ear-old moderately retarded man with controlled after consultation with apecialist* A3, 5 22.6 29.5 28.7 
\ epilepsy and carious lesiona in two molars ^ j t. , ^ 
^ onhj in a hospital « 0.9 0.9 2«S 

refer to dental spof?ialiat " A. 7 1.8 j 

routine office treatment 17. A 18.9 9.8 " 11.5 

11. A severely retarded IS-year-old in need of B%ivectomie3 ^'^^^ consultation witii opeaialist 13.0 2A.S 31.2 19.7 

only in a hospital 30. A 25.5 23.2 36.9 

- rofor to dental spcaialia t* 3A.8 29.2 33.0 30.3 

routine of f ice treatment 17.4 7.5 5. A 16. A 

12. A AB-year-old woman with a prosthetic cardiac heart valve after aenaultation with apceialiat* 65.2 66.0 73.2 63.9 
replacement who io in need of a pulp extirpation „i j ^ j , 

^ ^ anhj in a hospital 17. A 15.1 9.8 ' 9.0 

tdfor to dental anoGialiot 9. A 9.8 . 9.0 

routine office treatment * A. 3 11.3 8.9 ° 2.5 

13. A oeverely retarded 18-year-old in need of an apicoeetomy ~^^orl^uIWdm^^^ 4.3 lA.l ■ 1A.3 11.5 

onhj in a hoapital* ^ 39.1 19.8 17.0 20.5 

— ^ refer tpu[tr*ntai _npfiMali_s tit A 7 . fl 53.8 58.9 63.9 

routine office treatment* 3A.8 AO. 6 35.7 32.8 

,/ A« a 1^ ..^ u^i^ /r ^ J ^ ^ t- aftor ee/jsuifcafcio/j wit/j apcaialiat 30. A 29.2 39.3 37.7 

^ lA. An 8-year-old autistic child with fractured anterior teeth 

onlt; iu a hospital ~ 5.7 5. A 7. A 

. . r ofor to dontal^nO^ i^Us^X^ * 2 6.1 20 .X_..__l ^ ■ ^' , 20.5 

routine office treatment* , 87.0 71.7 59.8 . 6A.7 

15. A 6-year-old moderately retarded gi^^l with a repaired after conoultation with apceialiat 0.7 20.7 26.8 20.5 
cleft palate and dental caJiea ^^^^ ^ hospital ' - 1.9 1.8 2.5 

. refer to dental apcGialist A. 3 A. 7 11 .6 9.8 

, routine office treatment |A.3 A. 7 - 1.6 

16. A 56-year-old toan with a hiotory of two epioodeo of aftor conaultation with apceialiat 39.1 A0';'6 31*2 53.3 
otroke who is in need of nmltiple extractiono ^^^^ ^ hOfpital* •A7.8 3A.9 A2.0 21.3 

refer to dr^tal^pcoianat^ ' 8jlL_-JIA^^^_11' ^ 2(k5_ 

routine of f ice treatment 39.1 52.8 29.5 3A.A 

17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly decayed aftor conoultation with apcaialiat 30. A 19.8 3A.8 ' 22.9 

molar that must be extracted ^. . t.^«^i*.Mi* ii^A' m / ^ ^ re 

only in a hospital* j 13.0 10. A 7.1 6.6 

^* ______ refer to dnntaX^npmMint* 17. A lA.l 25.0 "^2.0 



Description of Patient 



18. A severely retarded 16-year~old In need of a pulp 
extirpation 



Alternative Treatment 



routine office treatment 

after tfonsuitation with specdalist 

only in a hospital* 

refer to dental specialist* 



1974 
26.1 
17.4 
.34.8 
21.7 



1975 
31'. 1 
27.4 
14.1 
26.4 



1976 
24.1 
29.5 ^ 

8.9 
37.5 



1977** 1978 



19. A 16-year-'bld boy with muscular dys^^phy and carious 
lesions In several teeth . 



20. An 18-year-old moderately retarded controlled 
epileptic with gingival hyperplasia 



routine off ice treatment* 47.8 . 55.7 48.2 

after consuitatlon wi'tb spiecialist 39.1 0 31.1 37.5 

> onii/ in a hospital S.7 ^ 6.6 4.5 

refejT to dentai specialist 4^3 . 4.7 --- 9.8 



routine office treatment 56, S 53.8 48.2 

after consultation with specialist 30.4 35.8 38.^ 

only dn a hospital 4.3 1.9 1.8 

refer to dentai ^peciaiist* 8.7 7.5 10.7 



17.2 
15. 6 
26.2 
38.5 



44.3 
35.2 
10.7 
8.2 



5^.9 
32.0 
5.7 
4.1 



21. A 12-year-old girl with a recent history of rheumatic 
fever who is in ne^ of an extraction 



routine office treatment 

after consultation with specialist* 

only in a hospital 

refer to dentai /specialist 



52.2 
47.8 



38.7 
55.7 

4.7 



24.1 
65.2 
2.7 
7.1 



20.5 
71.3 
3,3 
3.3 



22. A 48-year-old woman with multiple sclerosis and 
giiil^^al Inflammation 



routine office treatment* 

after consultation with specialist 

only in a hospital 

refer to dental specialist 



39.1 
60.9 



50.9 
35.8^ 
4.7 
5.7 



34.8 
56.2 
3.6 

/3.6 



23. A 60-y^ar-old man in need of an obturator for a 

. maxillary defect secondary to therapy for a squamous 
cell carcinoma of the hard palate 



routine office treatment 4.3 1.9 1.8 
after consuitation with specialist* 4.3 11.3 6.2 
oniy in a hospital - 0.9 ^ 1.8 
refer to dentai specialist ^ 91.3 83.0 90.2 



45.1 
42*6 
2.5 
7.4 



4.9 
7.4 
0.8 
85.2 



24. A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly decayed 
molar that must be extracted 



routine office treatment - 0.9 

after consultation with specialist 8.7 19.8* 

oniy in a hospital* * 69.6 52.8 

refer to det^tal specialist 21.7 23.6 



0.9 
15^.2 
45.5 
36.6 



10.7 
48.4 

39/3 



25. An 18-year-old controlled diabetic in need of glngivoplasty 



routine office treatment* 52.2 65.1 43.7 

after consultation with specialist* 43.5 32.1 ^ 49.1 

only in a hospital - - 2.7 

refer to dentai specialist 4j_3 1.9 2.7 



62.3 
35.2 
0.8 



* Alternatives selected by advisory committee. Total percentages may differ from 100 because of omissions and rounding error. 
**Data not available for this year. 



J 

figures fo;: those choosing the preferred alternatives was 57.9, 54. 9, 55.4, and 

53.9 • It should be remembered that< the small number of students included in 

1974 probably were not representative of the total student^ body. 

School 05 showed the following average percentages for those choosing 

"routine office treatment'': 31.9 in 1974, 36.5 in 1975, 41.4 in 1976, 36.5 in 

1977, and 40.0 in 1978. porresponding values for preferred alternatives were: 

55.3, 56.5, 58.7, 57.3, and 59.1. Here there does seem to be a slight trend 

toward choosing ''routine office treatment" and also towards agreement with the 
r ^ 

advisory committee's preferred alternatives. 

School 06 was represented in 1974 through 1977, but with reduced numbers 
of cases ix) 1974 and 1977. Average percentages choosing "routine office 
treatment" over the four years were 35.6 , 33.4 , 42.0, and 45.5. Average 
percentages choosing the preferred alternatives were 56.2 , 53.2 , 58.7 ,' and 
59.0. 

At School 07, the average percehtages choosing "routine office treatment" 
were 34.4 in .1974 , 35.8 in 1975 , 36.4 in 1976, 33.8 in 1977 , and 37.5 in 1978. 
Average percentages choosing the preferred alternatives were: 53.0, 51.9, 
55.3, 53.5, and 57.3. In both instances, there may be a modest trend toward 
increasing agreement with the advisory committee's choices. 

At School 08, the average percentages choosing "routine of f ice ' treatment" 
were 29.8, 38.3, 34.0, 39.2, and 17.8. The average percentages choosing the 
preferred alternatives were 58.1, 53.0, 53.7, 57.3, and 32.7. The low averages 
in 1978 for both categories apparently came about because of a large increase 
in failure respond, rather than because of students selecting choices 
different from those picked in the prior years. 
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TABLE 6-5 ^ 

The Percentage of School Five Studento Who Chose Bach Patient Treatment 
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year 





Description of Patient 


Alternative Treatment 


197^ 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 








N e 89 


N ° 125 


N ° 118 


N ° 98 


N « 115 


1. 


A severely retarded 8-year-old girl with extensive 
caries in the primary dentition, together with 
gingival inflammation 


routine office treatment 

after consultation with socialist 

only in a hospital* 


U.6 
13.5 
11.2 


23.2 
24.0 
8.8 


20.3 
29.7 
16.9 


20.4 
26.5 
9.2 


. 16.5 
25.2 
13.9 






refer to dental specialist* 


59.5 


40.8 


31.4 


43.9 


44.3 






routine^, office treatment* 


86.5 • 


90.4 


94.9 


' 89.8 


92.2- 


2. 


An arthritic 6^-year-old man with moderate 
peri,Ddontal disease 


after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital 


11.2 


7.2 
0.8 


3.4 


9.2 


6.1 






refer to dental specialist 


1.1 


0.8 


1.7 


- 


1.7 






routine office trciUntfent* 


36.0 


38.4 


59.3 


42.9 


44.3 


3. 


A blind and deaf patient with marked gingivitis 


after consultation vftki^^ specialist* 
only in a hospital 


29.2 
2.2 


29.6 
2.4 


22. d 
1.7 


40.8 
1.0 


32,2 




; 


refer to dental specialist 


31.5 


25.6 


16.9 


14.3, 


21. T' 






routine office treatment 


9.0 


2.4 


5.9 


7.i 


8,7 


U. 


An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deep carious 
lesions in several maxillary teeth 


after consultation with specialist* 
only in a hospita^ 


36.0 
33.7 


29.6 
48.0 


52.5 
25.4 


51.0 
26 .*5 


47.8 
26.1 






refer\to dental specialist^ 


20.2 


15.2 


13.6 


15.3 


17.4 






routine office treatment*^ 


57.^3 


70.4 


84.7 


77.5 


79.1 


5. 


A cooperS^Tve 12-year-old boy with Down's syndrome, 
carious lesions in several teeth, and severe gingivitis 


after con^ltation with speoialist 
only in a hospital 


28.1 
3.^ 


24.0 


9.3 
0.8 


15.3 


20.0 






refer to dental specialist 


10.1 


3.2 


5.1 


5.1 


0.9 




M 


routine office treatment 


^.5 


5.6 


7.6 


7.1 


2,6 


6. 


A severely hypertensive 58-yjrar-old man in need, 
of gingivcctomics v 


after consultation with>)]^pecialist 
only in a hospital*^ 


11.2 


42,4 
14.4 


42.4 
16.1 


39.8 
15.3 


^0.0 , 
13.0 






refer to dental^ specialist* 


38.2 


33.6 


33,9 


34.7 


43.5 






routine office treatment 


16.8 


.20.8 


14.4 


; 11.2 


16.5 


7. 


An 8-year-old girl with leukemia in remission who has 
lar^ carious lesions in three primary teeth 

' ■■ — ' \ 


after consultation with specialist* 

only in a hospital 

refer to dental^specialist 


65.2 
7.9 
9.0 


59.2 
10.4 
6.4 


58.5 
10.2 
14.4 


6^.3 
9.2 
12.2 


61.7 

10.4 ^ 






routine office treatment* 


33.7 


51.2 


59.3 


50.0 


56.5 


8. 


A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-year-old \ 
boy with a dentoalveolar abscess 


after consultAtion with specialist 
only in a hospital 


24.7 


23.2 
1.6 


22.0 
2.5 


27.5 
4.1 


26.1 

L 






refer to dental s_pocialist 


39.3 


21.6 


16.1 


18.4 


16.5 





Oeocription of Patient ^ 


Alternative Treatment 


1976 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 


9. 


A AO-ycar-old odontulouo wosian with an unrepaired * 
coziplctG cleft of the hard and ooft palates who 

jLU Jin inmo ui ii uu liiuuxu 


routino office trcntnicnt 

after consultation with opccialiat" 

onxfj m 6i noupxuLix ^ 


1 9 A 

19.1 


in A 
0 8.8 


10.2 

n R 

u . o 


A t 

8^2 


9 A 

8.7 . 






refer to dental apccialiat^ 


65.2 


79.2 


81.6 


*'86.7- 


87.0 






ro litino offi co troa tmen t ^ 




ol . 0 




fl^ 7 


ftl 7 
OX * / 


10. 


A 26-year-pld moderately regarded raan with controlled 
epilepsy and carious leslono In two molaro 


after consultation with opecialiat* 
only in a hospital 


28.1 

1 1 
i» 1 


16.6 


9.3 


12.2 

9 n 


16.8 






refer to dental specialist 


3.6 


3.2 


0.8 




3.5 - 






ro utino offi ce tre a tmen t 


J . 0 


19 n 


1 1 A 


R 9 


7 n 


11. 


A aeVerely retarded IS-ycar-old In need of glnglvectom^eo 


after consultation with specialist 

oii±y it* d iioupiua± 


13.5 
7 Q 


10.6 
n 

o . u 


11.9 
16.1 


11.2 


13.9 
9.6 






refer to dental spocialist* 


71.9 


68.0 


58.5 


69.6 


69.6 








62.7 


MO . M 


68.3 


68.0 


66. 3 


12. 


A 68-year-old woman with a proothetlc cardlnc heart valve 
replacement who lo In need of a pulp extirpation 


after consultation with specialist* 

nnTti 4 n jt n4 4'f\ 7 
Wit m il llViJpi Cu^ 


67.2 

e 

1.1 


«66.0 
1 9 


63.2 
3*. 6 


. " 38.8 


31.3 

9 6 




1 


refer to dental specialist 


6.7 


6.8 


5.1 


9.2 


1.7 






routine office troatntent 


ft 7 


J . 0 


19 7 


<i 1 
J.J. 




n. 


A oeverely retarded 18-year-old In need^ of an aplcoectomy 


after consultation with specialist 

only lit a tioupi ^tXl ^ ^ 


9.0 


7.2 

(J . u 


5.1 

1 Q A 


9.2 

<i 1 


* 7.0 . 

A 1 






refer to dental specialist* 


78.6 


° 77.6 


67.8 


79.6 


80.9 




^ 


routine office treatitient* 


1 A R 


10 9 


40. J 




A A 1 




An 8-year-old autiotic child with fractured anterior teeth 


^fter consultation with specialist 

nOniy lit H llijupiuiil 


33.7 

1 1 
1 • 1 


26.0 


22.9 

1 A 


23.5 


29.6 






refer to dental specialist 


61.6 ■ 


35.2 


25.6 


31.6 


26.3 




V 


jrwuuiitu oixiGu urcaiMiCitu 


71 Q 




fli Q 


7A ^ 
/M.J 


77.6 


15. 


A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with a repaired . 
cleft palate and dental carleo 


after consultation with specialist 

Oitly lit il tlOUpi^ill 


16.8 

JL . X 


12.8 


7.6 
u . o 


18.6 
1 n 

X . u 


18.3 






refer to dontal specialist 


7.9 


7.2 


7.6 


5.1 


4. 3 






Tou tine offi ce trea tmen t 




^ 6 


1.7 


7 1 

/ . X 


* 


16. 


A 56-year-old man with a history of two cploodeo of 
stroke who Is In need of multiple extractions 


after consultation with specialist 

Oitly 111 il llVZjpiuill 


33.7 
20.2 


60.0 
15.2 


50.8 
20. 3 


35.7 
17. 3 


39.1 
17,6 






refer to dental specialist^ 


10 1 
Jy . J 


36.0 


9A 1 


lA 7 
JO . / 


^0 1 

J7 . X 






routine office treatment 


21.3 


33.6 


51.7 


60.1 


37.6 


17. 


A blind and deaf 6-yeajr~old boy with a badly decayed 
molar that ni:flt be extracted 


after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital* 


28.1 
1.1 


20.0 
0.8 


15.2 
3.6 


21.6 
3.1 


14*3 
^•'5' 






refer to dnntal njyeaialiot* 


68.3 


63.2 


28.0 


31.6 


39.1 



ERIC 



\'f ■ ■ ■ . 





Dcscripcion of Patient 


Altcrnatlvo Treatment 


197^ 


1975 


"^1976 


1977 


1978 




4 


routino offico troatiucnt ^ 


15.7 


19.2 


33.0 


29*6 


33.0 


IB. 


A severely rctar4<^d 16-ycar-old In need of a pulp 


aftor conoultation with apccialiat 


22.5 


12.0 


11.9 


16.3 


13.9 




extirpation 




6.0 




3.1 h 


1.7 










7.6 






fofor to dental apccialiat* 


60.7 


- 63.2 


66.6 


51.0 


69.6 






routino offico troatnicnt* 


^1.6 


68.8 


58.5 


51,. 0 


69,6 • 


19. 


A 16-ycar-old boy with niuocular dyotrophy and cariouo 


aftor conoultation with apocialiot 


37.1 


29.6 


31.6 


33.7 


20.9 




Icoiono in ocvcral teeth 






6.0 


1.7 


6,1 








refer to dental apccialitit 


16.8 


15.2 


8.5 


10.2 


8.7 






routine office trcatnicnt 




63.2 


67.8 


61.2 


59.1 


20. 


An 18~yoar-old tnodoratoly retarded controlled 


after conaultation with apccialiat 


3^.8 


26.0 


16.6 


27.5 


26.1 




epileptic with Bingival hyperplaoia 








0.8 










refer to dental apccialiat* 


16.6 


10,6 


16.9 


10.2 


16.8 




\ 


routine office treatnicnt 


58.6 


53.6 


55.9 


51.0 


59.1 


21. 


A 12-ycar-old cirl with a recent hiotory of rheuuatic 


after Gcnaultation with apccialiat^ 


37.1 


60.0 


39.0 


38.8 


36»8 




fever who io in need of an extraction 


fin 1 tt 4 n n htfinni ^/i J 


1.1 


0.8 


1.7 


3.1 






J 


refer to dental appcialiat 


2.2 


6.8 


2.5 


6.1 


6.1 






routine office treatir^cnt* 


J J. V 










22. 


A ^8-year-old Sonan with nultiplo ocleroolo and 


aftor conaultation with apocialiat 


32.6 


35.2 


35.6 


60.8 


20.9 




gingival inf laocation 

t 


^nlfj in a hoapital 


6.5 




1.7 


1.0 








refer to dental apcaialiat 


7.9 


6.8 


6.2 ' 


7.1 


8.7 






routina office treatnicnt 


11.2 


6.8 


7.6 


3.1 


6.3 


23. 


A 60-year-old raan in nerd of an obturator for a 


aftor conaultation v/ith apccialiat* 


16.8 


8.0 


10.2 


6.1 


5.2 




ciaxlllary defect oecondary to therapy for a oquaciouo 


1.1 




1.7 


3.1 


0.9 




cell carcinoma of the hard palate 


fin 7 It in ji hnr^nl t'nl 
UIH}J JLli a iliJlj f.fJk dill, 








refer to Cental apccialiat 


69.7 


85.6 


79.7 


86.7 


89.6 






routine office trcatn:cnt 


1 . 1 


u « o 






1 7 




A 16-ycar-old henophiliac with a badly decayed 


after conaultation with apccialiat 


16.8 


10.6 


25.6 


26.5 


33.9 




□olar that oust be extracted 


only in a hoapital* 


68.x 


^ 67.2 


66.9 


39.8 


28.7 






refer to drnt^il nj)cai^lint 


32.6 


37.6 


26.3 


26*5 


35.6 






routino office troatr.cnt* 


59.5 


69.6 


50.0 


68.0 


63.5 




An 18-year-old controlled diabetic In need of ginRlvoplaoty 


after conaultation with apccialiat* 


27.0 


33.6 


32s 2 


35.7 


20.0 


25. 






0.8 


1.0 






only in a hoapital 












refer to dental apccialiat 


12.6 


16.6 


16.9 . 


16.3 


16.5 



* Altcrnativeo oclectcd by advloory cocinittco. Total porcen-tacco nay differ fron 100 bocauae of oaiooiono and rounding error. 
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TABLE 6-6 ' 

*-* ■ o 

"^10 Perccntanc of School Six Students Who Cho3e Each Patient Treatment 
AlCcrnatlvc ConccrnlnB Different Kinc}B of Patient|||^by Year 

Doqcrigtion of Patient Alternntivft Ttentment 197^ 1975 1^76 1977 1978** 

U - 73* N « 113 N - 130 N - 04 

- A 1 J ^ Q ^ n ^4^1 i.u - i routinooffico treatment 20.5 24,8 45.4 48.8 

1. A ocvcrcly retarded 8-year-old girl with eKCcnoivo 

carico in the primary dentition, together with . after consultation witii apceialist 17.8 -24.8 24.6 17.9 

gingival inflacination ' on lij in a hospital- 39.7 8.0 12.3 9.5 

' refer to rfentai opccjaliot* 20>5 32.7 15.4 ^ 22.6 

routlno office treatment- 87.7 85.0 92.3 88.1 

2. An arthritic 64-yoar-old can with noderato after conaultation with apocialiat 11.0 ^ 5.3 5.4* " 10,7 
periodontal diocaoc ■ , u jm i 

^ ^ only in a hoopital - - - - 

rofor to dental apcaialiat l2_4 0.9 1^5 - 

routino offico treatment* 42.5 47.8 62.3 77.4 

t A 114 ^ ^ 1 c ^4 ► 4^1 . ^ 4 4 4..4 af ter conouitation witij flpeciaJlflt* 37.0 23,9 23.0 8.3 

3. A blind and deaf patient with carked gincivitio 

only in a hoapital - - 1.5 

^_ refer to dental apcGialiat 17.8 18.6 11,5 13.1 

routino offico treatoent 2.7 1.8 3.1 5.9 

4. An 18-ycar-old henophiliac with deep carioua after et^noultatien with apocialiat- 20.5 2.4.8 33.0 70.2 
Icoiona in oevcral maxillary teeth ^^^^ ^ (loopital 56.2 43.4 52.3 13.1 

refer to cJontai apociaiiat 20.5 18.6 8.5 8^_3 

routino off ico trcatnont* 75,3 70.8 89.2 90.5 

5. A cooperative 12-year-old boy with Dovm*o oyndronc, after conaultation wiUi apocialiat- 19.2 14.2 9.2 7.1 
cariouo Icaiono In oevcral teeth, and ocvorc gingivitin ^^^^^ ^ hoapital ' 4.1 0»9 - 1.2 

^_ - refer to tfcntai. ajoegiaiiat 1.4 3.5 OJ lA 

routino offico treatment 9.6 4.4 7.7 8.3 

6. A ocvorcly hyper tcnoivc 58-year-old aan in need after ecnaultation with apocialiat 39.7 26.5 54.6 " 58.3 
of glngivcctoziioo ^^j:^^ ^ hospital- 34.2 35.4 16.9 9.5 

• refer to dental apocialiat- 16.4 22.1 17.7 23.8 

routino offico troatncnt 19.2 15.9 14.6 13.1 

7. An G-year-old girl with leukenia in roaiooion who hao after conaultation with apocialiat* 54.8 50.4 65.4 71.4 
large carioua Icoiono in three prinarji tcceh ^„ ^ hoapital 19.2 13.3 12.3 5.9 

rofor to dental apccialiat 5^^ 3.5- 6.9 T^i 

routino offico treatment* 43.0 37.2 68.5 64.3 

0. A nodoratoly retarded, eorobral-palsicd 13-ycar-old after conaultation with apccialiat 26.0 30.1 17.7 16.7 

boy with a dentoalvcolar aboceoa ' ^^^^ hoapital i6.4 4.4 2.3 2.4 

_ refer t o_flnntal_njipj^ial int 13.7 18.6 lO .fl 15.5 



I 





/lfl"flLlptifm of Patient 


Alternative Treatment 


1976 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978** 


9. 


A 60-ycar-old cdentulouo wODan with an unrepaired 
conplcto cleft of the hard and soft palateo who 
to In need of a prostheslo 


routine office treatment, 

after conaaltation with apcciali^t 

only in a hospital o 


5.5 
13.7 
1.6 


5.3 
15.0 
0.9 


10.0 
16.-1 
O.B 


5.9 
17.9 


• 






refer to dental arjccialiat* l. w 


79.6 


69.9 


72.3 


76.2 








routine office trc^tncnt* 


83.6 


72.6 


94.6 


80.9 




t 10. 


A 24-ycar-old ngderately retarded man with controlled 
cpllepay and ^orioua leolono In two molaro 


after consultation with apacialiat* 

only in a hospital 

refer to dental apccialiot 


16.6 
_ 


17.7 
0.9 


13.8 
0.8 


19.1 








routine qffico treatment 


15.1 


15.0 


26.6 


29.8 




11. 


A oeveroly retarded 10-yeatrold In need of glnglvcctooies 


after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital 


12. ,3 
61.1 


15.0 
11.5 


16.6 
26.9 


10.7 
16.7 






refer to dental . specialist* 


31.5 


68.7 


30.0 


61.7 








routine office treatment , 


20.5 


13.3 


8.5 


17.9^ 




12. 


A 6B-ycar-old wonan with a proothetlc cardiac heart valve 
replacement who lo In need of a pulp extirpation 


after consultation with speci^alist* 
only in a hospital 


50.7 
21.9 


69.6 • 
15.9 


66.9 
11.5. 


6Sfto 
6.8 


'J 






refer to dentaf specialist 


6.8 


11.5 


9.2 


8.3 








routine office treatment 


13.7 


12.6 


23.8 


60.5 




13. 


A oeverely retarded 18-year-old in need of an aplcoectomy 


after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital* 


11.0 
27.6 


10.6 
15.0 


. 16.9 
23.1 


5.9 
13.1 








refer to dental specialist* 


67.9 


52.2 


36.6 


60.5 








routine office treatment* 


37.0 


62.5 


53.8 


^'59.5 . 




16. 


An 8-year-old autlotlc child with fractured anterior teeth 


after consul taL^on^^ith specialist 
only in a hospital \ 


31.5 
6.8 


27.6 
3.5 


26.6 
6,1 


f 

23.8 ^ 
3.6 


\ 






refer to dental specialist 


20.5 


15.9 


8.5 


11.9 






t 


routine office treatment* 


86.3 


77.0 


90.8 


9^.2 




15. 


A 6-yoar-old noderately retarded girl with a repaired 
cloft palate and dental carleo 


» after consultation with specialist 
only in^a hospital 


11.0 


10.6 


6.1 


2.6 








refer to dental specialist 


2.7 


3.5 


1.5 


2.6 








routine office trea^^nt 


2.7 


6.6 


6.6 


6.8 




16. 


A 56-year-old can with a hlotory of two eploodeo of 
stroke who lo In need of multiple extractions 


after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital* 


21.9 
50.7 


18.6 
63.6 


50.0 
25.6 


67.6 
17.9 








refer to dental spct^idlist* 


26.7 


23.0 


16.1 


26,2 





17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly decayed 
molar that auot be extracted 



routine office troatoont 30.1 65.1 

after GonsultatiGU with specialist 28.8 15.0 

only in a hospital* 12.3 5.3 

refer to dental npriGial in t* _ 20.8 25.7 



50.0 65.5 

23.8 11.9 

9.2 3.6 

16.6 ^ 17.9 



ERLC 



I 

O 
I 




Description of Patient 



18, A severely retarded 16-year-old In need of a pulp 
extirpation 



AlternatlvQij Treatment 1974 1975 

routine office treatment 28.8 35.4 

aftec consultation with specialist 17.8 15.0 

only in a hospital* 17.8 6.2 

refer to dental specialist* 35.6 , 34.5 



1976 

16.1 
19.2 
31.5 



1977 
48.8 
10.7 
8-. 3 
'30.9 



1978** 



19. A 16-year-old boy with muscular dystrophy and carious 
lesions In several teeth 



routine office treatment* 

after consultation with specialist 



only in a hospital ^ 
reefer to dental^ ^pecialitstr- — 



37^0 
16 .V 



43.4 
40.7 
2.6 
4.^ 



73.1 
24,6 



72.6 
21.4 



"0-.-8- 



20. An 18-year-old moderately retarded controlled 
epileptic with gingival hyperplasia 



routine office treatment " .^1.6 60.2' 63.1 66.7 

after consultation with specialist "28.8 19.5 29.2 26.2 
only in a hospit^kl 2.7 0.9 l.S^ - 

refer to dental apecialist* 6^J 10./ 3.8 7,1 



21. A 12-year-old girl with a recent history of rheumatic 
fever who Is In need of an extraction 



routine office treatment - . 43.8 
after consultation with specialist* ^7.9 
only in a hospital ^ ^6.8 
refer to dental specialist 1.4 



24.8 
57^-5 
4.4 
3.5 



19.2 
71.5 
3.8 
3.-1 



28.6 
66.7 
2.4 
1.2 



22* A 48-year-old woman with multiple sclerosis and 
gingival Inflammation 



routine office treatment* 52.0 43.4 70.5" 61.9 

after consultation with specialist 39 v7 37.2 26.1 * 32.1 

only in a hospital 1,1 ^ 1.8 - 1.2 

refer to denial specialist 5.5 ^ 8.8 0.8 4.8 



23, A 60-year-old man In need of an obturator for a 

maxillary defect secondary to therapy for a squamous 
cell carcinoma of the hard palate 



routine office treatment 



9.6- 



after consultation with specialist* 11.0 

^ 1.4 

- V 78^rl 



only in a hospital 

refer tO dental specialist 



5.3 
15.0 
1.8 
.^9.0 



2.3 
18.5 
, 2.3 
73.8 



4.8 
20.2 

2.4 
70,2 



24. A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly decayed 
molar that must be extracted 



routine office treatment - 1.5 

after consultation with {specialist 5.5 13.3 24.6 

only in a hospital* 57.5 45.1 g 56.9 

refer to- dental specialist 37,, Q 30.], » 13.1 



'3.6 
57.1^ 
22.6 
13.1, 



25? An 18-year-old controlled diabetic, In need of glnglvoplasty 



routine office treatment* 60.3 48.7 56.1 51.2 
after consultation with specialist*^^B.8 36.3 33.8 38.1 
only in a hospital • 2.7 1.8 2.3 
refer to dental specialist 8^_2 4.4 , 6_j9 9.5 



* Alternatives seljected by advlsojry commlt\;§e. Total percentages 
**Data not available f^ this year.^ 



may differ from 100 because of omissions ^^and rounding error. 
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TABLE 6-7 



The PercQtitage of School Seven Students l^o Chooe Each Patient Treatment 
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year 



I 

tn 
M 
I 



Description of Patient 



A severely retarded 8-year-old girl with 
extensive carles In the primary dentition, 
together with gingival Inf lamraatlon 



Alternative Treatment 

routine office treatment 

after consultation with specialist 

only in a hospital* 

refer to dental specialist* 



197A 
N = 5A 

11.1 

38.9 

27.8 

18.5 



1975 
N ° A7 

31.9 

17.0 

12.8 

3A.0 



1976 



1977 



N « 53 N - 38 

28.3 It 23.7 

13.2 39.5 

17.0 13.2 

37.7 21.0 



1978 
N - Al 

1A.6 

26.8 

26.8 

31.7 



routine office treatment* 



90.7 




V; 



Tffi^^anrtTirTfic "W-yeor-oIff'inan wltF'mo^r'ate'^' 
periodontal disease 



after consuitatlon with specialist ^ 7. A 
onl^^ a hospital - 
refer to dental specialist " 



80.8 

'~8vr 

2.1 
6. A 



86.8 

'1T.T 



81.6 97.6 ^ 



15.8 



2. A 







routine Office treatment* 


35.2 


A8.9 - 


37.7 


36.8 


36.6 


3. 


A blind and deaf patient with marked 






91 1 
Z X . J 




9 


A 1 Q 




* gingivitlG 


only in a hospital 




A. 3 


3.8 










refer to dental specialist 


31.5 


23.A 


26. A 


26.3 


17.1 






routine office treatment 


— u 

5.6 


6. A 


1.9 


2.6 


2. A 


A. 


An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deep carious 


after consultation with specialist* 


27.8 


A6.8 


A1.5 


26.3 


A3. 9 




lesions in .several maxillary teeth 


only in a hospital 


Ao . 3 


23. A 


32.1 


28.9 


29. 3 




« 


refer to dental specialist 


18.5 


19.1 


20.7 


36.8 


^ 2A.A 






routine office treatment* 


A8.1 


61.7 


83.0 


76.3 


80.5 


5. 


A cooperative 12-year-old boy with Down's \ " 
syndrome, carious lesions in several teeth. 


after consultation with specialist 


A2.6 


21.3 


11.3 


15.8 


1A.6 




and severe gingivitis * 


only in a hospital 


3.7 








2. A 






refer to dental specialist 


1.8 


IA.9 


3.8 


5.3 


2. A 






routine office treatment 


1A.8 


1A.9 


3.8 


5.3 


A. 9 


6. 


A severely hypertensive 58-year-old man / 


after consultation with specialist 


35.2 


38.3 


A3. A 


3A>2 


A8.8. 




in need of glnglvectomles 


only in a hospital* 


27.8 


12.8 


15.1 


21.0 


3A.1 






refer to dental specialist* 


20. A 


31.9 


35.8 


3A.2 


12.2 






routine office treatment 


2A.1 


25.5 


15.1 


7.9 


21.9 


7. 


An 8-year-old girl with leukemia in remioaion 
who has large carious lesions in three 


after consultation with specialist* 


61.1 


A6.8 


58.5 


63.2 


56.1 




primary t^eth 


only in a hospital 


9.3 


2.1 


' 9. A 


2.6 


A. 9 






refer to dental specialist 


3.7 


21.3 


13.2 


18. A 


12.2 






routine office treatment* 


38.9 " 


AA.7 


5A.7 


31.6 


A1.5 


8. 


A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13-year- 


after consultation with specialist 


A2.6 


23. A 


If 

2A.5 


28.9 


19.5 




old boy with a dentoalveolar abscess 


dnly in a hospital 


7. A 


A. 3 




5.3 


9.8 






refer to dental specialist 


9.3 


23. A 


17.0 


28.9 


29.3 




-y. ~ 

1 








> 




\ 



I 

, I 



ERLC 





> 

Dcocrlptlon of PaClonC 


Alcernacji!/Q TreaCinenC 


197^ 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978^ 


9. 


A 4>0-yeaT-old edentulouo woinan with an , 
unrepaired compleCc clefc of Che hard and 
soft palaces who la In need of a procchefjls 


routine offich treatment 

Hi Li VlliJUi (aCl %^Ji\Jlt WJL CI J iJ pea Q 1 1 U C 

only in a hoapital 


3.7 

Tin 
1 J. U 


^ tv a 
iy . 0 

(2.1 


1.9 
5.7 
3.8 


N 2.6 
23.7 
2.6 


9.8 
H*9 






refer to dental apccialiat* 


81.5 


78.7 


86.8 


65.8 


^8.3 


10. 


A 2^-year-old cioderacely V^arded man wlch 
concrolled opllepoy and earlouo Icolono In 


routine office treatment* ♦ 
after conaultation with opecifllist* 


85.2 
9.3 


72.3 
17.0 


8^.9 
9, A 


81.6 
13.2 


^8 

9.8 



n. 



16. 



17. 



Cwo molars 



only^Tn^a hospital 

refer to dental apccialiat. 



1.8 
1.8 



2.1 
6.4 



1.9^ 



2.6 



11. A oovorely re Carded 18'^year-old In need of 
glnglveccomlao 



routine office treatment 

after conaultati6n with specialist 

only in a hospital 

refer to dJlutal specialist* V 



9.3 17.0 

16.7 10.6 
37. 

35.2 55.3 



15.1 
26.4 
11.3 

43:4 



7.9 
18.4 
10.4 
52.6 



12. A 48-year-old woman wlCh a prooCheClc cardiac 
hearC valve replacemenC who lo In need of -a 
pul^ eKCirpaClon 



routine office treatment^ 29.6 34.0 26.4 
after CQOaultation with specialist* 55.6 42.5 56.6 
only in a hcTapital » 9.3 ^2.2 * 5.7 
rofor to dental specialist 3^7 19. 1 5.7 



A oevcrply retarded 18-year-old In ne 
an aplcoec Corny 



routine office^ treatment - 3^7 12, Q 
^<t*pf^ after coiifsultation with specialist 13.0 8.5 
only in a hospital* " 35.2 ' 17.0 
refer to dental npecialiat* 4f> . 3 57.4 



15.1 
11.3 ! 
17.0 
50.9 



42.1 
44.7 
2.6 
5.3 
13.2 
15.0 
15.8 
50.0 



An 8-year-old auCloClc child wlCh Crac Cured 
anterior .teeth 



routine office treatment* 
after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital ^ 
refer to dental specialist 



15. A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with 
a repaired cleft palate and dental carles 



routine office treatment* 

after consultation with specialist 

only in a hoapital 
< 

refer to dontaJ specialist 



A 56-year-old man with a hlntory of two episodes 
of stroke who la In need of multiple extractions 



trcAtment 
tion Wt/j opocialiot 



routine office 
after consultat 
only a hospital* -^*s=^ 
jefor to dental opecialist* 



A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badl 
decayed molar that must be extracted 



roa^ine office treatment 
aft^^\consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital* 
refer to dental npecialiat* 



17.1 
9.8 
39.0 
34.1 



41.5 
51.2 
2.4 
2.4 



14.6 
7.3 
51.2 
26.8 




• 


Ococrlpclon of Patient 


Alternative Trcatnient 


1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 






routine office trcatntent 


16.7 


' 38.3 


34.0- 


21.0 


19.5 


18. 


A oovoroly retarded 16-year-old In need 


after conatiltation with opcciaXiot 


25.9 


10.6 


17.0 


31.6 


9.8 




of a pulp G7Ltlrpatlon 


onl^f^Jji a hospital* 


14.8 


10.6 ' 


3.8 


7.9 


26.8 






refer to dental apccialiat* 


40.7 


36.2 


41.5 


36.8 


41.5 




i 


routine office treatment* 


50.0 


53.2 


52.8 


57.9 


48.8 


19. 


A 16-ypar-old boy with muocular dyo trophy 


after conaultation with opccialiat 


37.0 


23.4 


24.5 


.26.3 


24.4 




and carlouo leolono In ocvcral teeth 


only in a hospital 


1.8 


6.4 






14.6 






refer to dental ope^cialiot 


U.3, 


14.9 


18.9 


13.2 


9.8 






routine office treatment 


68.5 


51.1 


50.9 


57.9 


73.2 




An 1 A— • vf»ni*-"n Ifl motloi*nColv i*nCni*flofl 
#111 XI/ yvciL i^xu uiv/ut^LLftvt^xy luvliluitu 

controlled epileptic with Gingival 


after consultation with specialist 


16.7 


17.0 


32.1 


18.4 


14.6 




hyporplaoia % 


only 'in a hospital \ 


1.8 


■ 8.5 


3.8 




4.9 






refer to dental specialist* 


11.1 


19.1 


11.3 


21.0 


4.9 






routiao office treatment 


55.6 


46.8 


5,0.9 


42.1 


31.2 


21. 


A 12-year-old Rlrl with a recent hiotory of 


after consultation with specialist* 


38.9 


31.9 


39.6 




46.3 




rhouinatic fever who io in need of an extraction . 


only in a hospital 


1.8 


6.4 


1.9 




- 






refer to dental specialist 


1.8 


12.8 


3.8 


5.3 








routine office treatment* 


53.7 


51.1 


49.1 


60.5 


65.8 


22. 


A 48-ypar-old woman with multiple oclorooio 


after consultation with specialist 


40.7 


25.5 


26.4 


28.9 


21.9 




and Gingival inf lanrnation 


only in a hospital 


1.8 


2.1 


3.8 




4.9 






refer to dental specialist 


1.8 


19.1 


15.1 


5.3 


4.9 






routine office treatment 


5.6 


6.4 


- 


5.3 


4.9 


23. 


A AO'— vonr*-o 1 H pinn ^ fi noofl nP nn nli fiii'nf'oi' Pf*T* 

t\ \J\^ y LkL lyXU UIlIII All lit.. MA till V./L/oULuUvL ^VlL 

a oaKillary defect oecondary to therapy for a 


after consultation with specialist* 


5.6 


12.8 


15.1 


26.3 


9.8 




oquamoua cell carcinoma of the hard palato 


only in a hospital 


- 


- 


- 




- 






refer to donfal apecialint 


87.0 


78.7 


81.1 


63.2 


. 82.9 






routine office treatment 


- 


- 


1.9 


2.6 


- 


24. 


If XD— y(?tiL uxu iiuiiii/pin X luc wi til 44 oniixy 
decayed molar that nuiot bo extracted > 


after consultation with specialist 


7.4 


14.9 


18.9 


13.2 


12.t2 




& 


only in a hospital* 


48.1 


31.9 


30.2 


34.2 


48.8 






refer to dental specialist 


42.6 


44.7 


45.3 


47.4 


36.6 






routine office treatment* 


74.1 


53.2 


58.5 


44.7 


65.8 


25. 


An 10-year-old controlled diabetic in need 
of Rin^voplaoty t 


after consultation witfi specialist* 
only in a hospital 


16.7 
- 


34.0 
- 


28.3 
- 


36.8 
2.6 


31.7 
- 






refer to dental specialist 


7.4 


10.6 


7.5 


10.5 




* AlCcrnaClvpn nolcctcd by advloory commltCoo. Total 


<m 

perccntaReo may differ from 100 becauoc of otnlooiono and 


rounding 


error. 
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TABLE 6-8 

The Porccntaco of School ElRht EStudcnto Wlio Chose Each Patient Troatnont 
Altomatlvo Conccrnlns Different Klndo of Patlcnta, by Year 



Doocrlpclon of Patient 


Alternative Treatment 


197^ 


19>5 


1976 


1977 / 


1978 






N « 3^ 


N " 31 


M ^ 39 


N « ^5 


N - 38 


1. A Qovcroly retarded 0-year-old clrl with 


routine offico troatnicnt 


23. 5 


29.0 


15.^ 


28.9 i:^ 


7.9 


oxtenolve carleo In the prlnnry dentition « 


* nftot conuultution wJitih opcoinl ivt 


11.8 


29.0 


^1.0 


17.8 


13.2 


togothcr with i^itiQival Inf lorjaotlon 

• 


only in a iioapital* 


11. Q 


9. 7 


in Q 
10 « J 


1/ . O 


7.9 




rofcr to dental opcGialint* 


52.9 


29.0 


28.2 


35.6 


28.9 




routine offiao troatncnt* 


85.3 


11 


6^.6 


06.7 




2* An arthritic 6^-year— old nuin with nodorato 


/iFtrtF r'finnitl ^nt' Inn t»fit'.h nnof^i.nXi.nf' 


11.6 


12.9 


10. 3 


11 . 1 


13.2 


periodontal dlaeaoo 


only in a hoDpitdl 
















2.9 


U . M 




2.2 






routiao offico troatocnt* 


50.0 


61.3 


53.8 


57.0 


3/i.2 


}. A blind and deaf patient with narked 


aftor acnaultation wit}} opccialiat* 


23.5 


19.3 


17.9 




13.2 


Blnclvltlo 


only in a hoopital 


5.9 








2.6 




rcfor to dental opoGialiot 


20.6 


16.1 


20.5 


17.8 


7.9 




routine offico trcatmont 




12.9 


2.6 


6.7 




6. An 10-year-old heaophlllar with deep rarlouo 


aftor eonaultation with opccialiot* 


11.0 


30.7 


23.1 


^^6.7 


10.5 


leolono In oovernl aajtlllary teeth 


only iA a hospihil 


73.5 


32.3 


^8.7 


35.6 


31.6 




refer to dnntal opacialiat 


11.0 


12.9 


17.9 


8.9 


15.0 

c 



A cooperative 12-year-old boy with Dot^'rj 
oyndrotne, carloun Icnlono In ocverOal teeth, 
and aevero f^lnp^lvltlo 



6. 



A oeverely hypertenolve SG-year-old oan 
In need of Rlnglvectrfmloo 



routino offico trcataiont* 61.0 

aftor eonaultation with opocialiot 29.^ 

only in a hgapital 2.9 

/P/TiT, jLgLif r/ ^Aq j.-^ P V^ti^^ liflf;^ ^ ^ 5.9 

routine office trcatac^nt 5.9 

after consultation with opocialiot ^1.2 

only in a hoopital* 32.3 

refer tq^ dental a pvGialiot*- * ^ 0.6 



7^.2 
16.1 



69.2 
20.5 
2.6 

6.6 2.6 



73.3 
15.6 
2.2 
6.7 



39.5 
10.6 



12.9 12.0 
61.9 66.1 
29.0 23.1 



12.9 



12.0 



An 0-year-old Rlrl with leukemia In renloolon 
who hao larpe carlouo leolono In throe 
prlpary teeth 



A moderately retarded, rerebral-pnlolrd 13- 
yoar-old boy with a dontoalvcolar aboeeoo 



routine offico treatment 20.6 29.0 12.0 

after connultation with opocialiot^ 73.5 • 61.9 61.5 

only in a hospital - 19.3 15.6 

refer' to dental gpociaHot 5jJ_ 3.2 5.1 



.11.1 
66.7 
26.7 
13.3 
20.9 
68.9 
6.7 
15.6 



routine offico treatment* 30.2 67.7 66.1 

aftor consultation with spocialiot 29.6 16.1 20.5 

only in a hospital 5.9 ^2 ^ 

ro_ffir_todontal _^ 2^. 5 9.7 7 .7 



51.1 
26.6 
6.6 
20.0 



2.6 
31.6 
13.2 
10.5 

5.3 
36.0 

7.9 

5.1 
23.7 
15.0 

2.6 
15.0 



I 
I 



ERIC 



12. 



13. 



14. 



15. 



i;. 



pGocription of Patien t 

A 40-yoar~old odontuloua wcaan with an 
unrepaired complete cleft of the hard and 
ooft palateo who io in need of a prootheoio 



10. A 24-year-old nodi?raColy retarded man with 
controlled epilepoy and carioua lorilono in 
two colaro \^ 



Al tcrnative Treatment 


1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 


routine office treatment 


0.8 


6.4 


7.7 


17.8 


2.6 


after conoultation with opocialiot 


5.9 


25.8 


15.4 


8.9 


5.3 


only in a hoopital 








2.2 


2.6 


refer to dental opecialiot* 


"^82. 3 


64.5 


71.8 


68.9 


47.4 


routine office troataont* 


70.6 


58.1 


69.2 


75.6 


36.8 


after aonoultatio'n with opcaialiot* 


2/). 5 


38.7 


23.1 


20.0 


18.4 



- onJy in a hoopital 



2.9 



11. A oovcrcly retarded lO-jsear-old In need of 
Bintjivectoaieo 



A 48-year-old wor*an with a proothetic cardiac 
heart valve replaccncnt who io In need of a 
'pulp extirpation 



routine office treatoont 
after conoultation with apocialiat* 
only in a hospital 
rofer to dental npoaialiot 



A oeverely retarded 18-year-old in need of 
an apicocetony 



routine office treattncnt 
after consultation with Gpccialiat 
onlfj in a hospital* 
refer to dental apocialiat* 



An O^yoar-old autiotic child with fractured 
anterior teeth 



A 6-year-old tnodoratoly retarded Hlrl with 
a repaired cleft palate and dental earleo 



routine office treatcxint* 

after conoultation with opecialiot 

onlij in a hoopital 

routine office troafenont* 

after conoultation wit/i opecialiot 

only in a hoopital 

refer to dental op ncialint 



23.5 
73.5 

8.8 
8.8 
20.6 
61.8 
29.4 
23.5 
11.8 

64.7 
^3.5 
2.9 
8.8 



32.3 
51.6 
6.5 
6.5 
25.8 
3.2 
25.8 
41.9 
25.8 
29.0 

41.9 



23.1 
53.8 
10.3 

5.1 
10.3 

7.7 
12.8 
64.1 
35.9 
38.5 

20.5 



71.0 
16.1 

9.7 



74.4 
15.4 

5.1 



16. A 56-yoar-old tnan with a hlotory of two eploodeo 
of otroke who io in need of Qultlplo oKtractlono 



routine office treatment - 3.2 

o 

after conoultation with opocialiot 38.2 35.5 20.5 
onltj In a hoopital* 4l!f2 41.9 41.0 
rofc_r_to_dpntal opocialiot* 20.6 1 6.1 33.3 



A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly 
drtaycd Dolar.that Quot bo oKtracted 



routine office^ treatment 

after conoultation with opocialiot 

onlij in a hospital* 

^Ojt^jLJ•iI-/^>iL^^^ 

JO 



17.6 
23.5 
0.8 
50.0 



48.4 
16.1 

29_.0 



35.9 
12.8 
12.8 
33.3 



-^^...^ 



routine oifiop treatncnt 11.0 19.3 23.1 13.3 7.9 

after conoultation with opecialiot 8.8 12.9 20.5 15.6 S.3 

onltj in a hoopital ** 11.8 19.3 10.3 13.3 13»2 

refer to dental opocialiot* 67.6 41.9 38.5 53.3 31.6 



26.7 
64*4 
2.2 
4^4 
8.9 
11.1 
15»6 
J1^2_ 
37.0 
17.8 
6.7 

JUL 



71.1 
6.7 

2. '2 

JflJL 
6.7 
31.1 
35.6 
24.4 
51.1 
15.6 

6.r 

26.7 



21.0 
20.9 
2.6 

7.9 

2.6 
10*5 
36.8 
21.0 
18.4 

5.3 
JJ^2„ 
26.3 
18.4 

2.6 

21.0 
21.0 
15.8 



28.9 
10.5 
5.3 

n.2__ 



I 

I 







\ 










> 

• 




Doocrlptlon of Patient 


Alr.emafclvn Trontnont 




1975 


1976 


1977 


19.78 






rout i/jo off! oo fcrofl tnjcn t 


1 / . O 


in 7 


in ^ 
Jo. J 


17 Q 
J/ . o 


—^5 

1 *i 9 


10. 


A Qcvcroly retarded IG-yonr-old In need 


after canoultation with opocialiot 


14. 7 


16. 1 


7.7 


B.9 


13.2- 




of a pulp oxtlrpciClon 


onl y in d hospi tGl * 


1 A 7 
m» 1 


J. £ 


1U« J 


A A 


iU. ^ 






rofor to (Snntal npcaialiat* 


52.9 


38./ 


35.9 


48.9 


21.0 






routino office trcattr.cnt* 




01* J 


A'i 


fs*} 9 




19. 


A IS'-ycnr-old boy with nuocular dyo trophy 


after conoultation witJi apccialist 


29.4 


19.3 


35.9 


60 » 7 






and carlouo leolons In oovoral teeth 


^only ifi a hospital 




0. M 


£•0 


9 9 








— -r-ofot''-t^)~^enta'l~^f)oc4^id'^ — — — 







12.8 


0.9 


10.5 






routine office treatment 


47.1 


54.0 


43.6 


GO. 9 


31.6 


20. 


An lO-yoar-old codorately retarded 
controlled epileptic with gingival 
hyper p lao la 


after aanaultation with opcdaliat 
Only in a hospital 


47.1 


29.0 

J. £ 


35.9 

^ 1 
J. 1 


22.2 
9 9 • 


13.2 

2 6 




= — — ■ = 1 


refer to <Scntal opocialiot* 


2.9 


9.7 


10.3 


6.7 " 


10.5 






roxi tine offi co t roa tcon t 




A1 0 


OR 0 




7 Q / 


21* 


A 12-yoar-old Rlrl with a recent hlotory of 


after canoultation with opocialiot* 


64.7 


f54.0 


51.3 


57.0 


44.7 V 




rheuaatlc fever who !□ In need of an extraction 


only in a hoopitnl 






£ . u 




9 fi 






rofor to (Irntal nj>oaiolint 


2.9 




12.0 


0.9 


2.6 


~- 




routine offi co troa tncn t * 


& V . 4 


Afl A 


A 1 A 
^* J.O 


Q1 1 


91 ft 


22. 


A 48-year-old woman with aultlplo ocloroolo 


after conoultation with opeeialiot 


52.9 


25.0 


35.9, 


31.1 


31.6 




and gingival Inf lamnatlon ^ 


■■m 




6.4 




9 9 








refer to (Sent a 1 opocialiot 


17.6 


12.9 


10.3 


13.3 


2.6 




— — — — ~ — 


routine office troatrr.cnt 


Q.0 


3.2 


2.6 




or* 


23. 


A f)0-yoar-old aan In need of an obturator for 
a aaxlllary defect oeeondary to therapy for 


after conoultation with opocialiot* 


2.9 


6.4 


2^6 


2.2 


7.9 




oquamouo cell carcinoma of the hard palate 


on ly in a hoDpi ta 1 


? Q 


3 » £, 




4.4 
*# 








rofor to dental opncialint 




03.9 


04.6 


93,. 3 


47.4 




_ ^ — — = — 


routine office troatccnt 




Q 7 




9 9 




24. 


A 16-year-old heraophlllac with a badly 


after conoultation with opocialiot 


5.9 


35. 5 


12 .0 


24.4 






decayed colar that Duot be extracted 


only in a hoopi tal * 


1(\ fx 

/u « D 


At* 9 


A A 1 


J ^ . J 


1Q q 






rofftr to dontnl npeninlint 


21.5 


f). H 




1 G A * 


119 



25. An 10-yoar-old controllpd diabetic In need 
of glnglvoplaaty 



routine office trcatcx^nt* 
after conoultation with dpcScitl 
only in a hospital 
rofor t o dental opocialiat 



M^t* 

\ 



50.0 
35'. 3 



4'j.2 
45.2 
3.2 
1.2 



53.8 
33.3 

7.7 



71.1 

26.7 

2.2 



i 



26.3 
20. 9 

'2.6 



• Altomatlvoo ooloctod by advloory co:n:iilttoo. Total porcentageo cny differ fron 100 boeauao"^ caloolono and rounding error. 



II 



^ ■ 

School 09 was represented only in 1976, 1977, and 1978. Average percentages 
for those choosing "routine office treatment" were 37.3, 41.8, and 42.8. The 
average percentages for the preferred^ choices were 52.4, 51.9, and 54..2. 

At Se^ool lO^y average percentages of those choosing "routine office treat- 
ment" were 27.4 in 1974, 34.1 in 1975 , 34.3 in 1976, 34.8 in 1977 , and 32.1 in 
1978. Corresponding values for the preferred alternatives were 57.5, 56.5, 
55.8, 58.1 , and 54 .4 . No trends appear in these dat a . 

At School 11, the average percentages of those choosing "routine office 
treatment" were 32.^, 31.3, 31.5, 28.0, and 33.1. Values for the preferred 
alternatives were 58.2 , 55.8, 53.4 , 57.3^and 52.5. In the latter instance, 

... . . ^ ■ \ ' 

if there is a trend, it is a reverse one. 

To summarize, overall there appeared to be a trend for increasing numbers 

of students to select "routine office treatment" as the preferred alternative, 

I 

although there was considerable variation in patterns at individual schools. 

V 

Background Character is t ics 

Table 7 shows for all students, for the years 1974 through 1978, data^n 

several different background characteristic's, including expected professional 

^activity ^after graduation, undergraduate major, whether or not the student had 

had full-time work experience, whether or not the student had had military or 
' ft 

Peace Corps experience, whether or not there was a handicapped person in the 
family, and, for the years 1975 tjirough 1978, the student's attitude toward 
treating handicapped people. 

Under professional act.ivity, self-employe'd professional practice was the 
expectation of more than one-fourth of the students in every year and the clear 
favorite. Professional partnership was the choice of about 20 percent in 



The Percentage of 
Alternative 



School Nine Students Who Chose Each Patient Treatment 
Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year 



I 

00 



4 





4 

Description of Patient * 


f Alternative Treatment 


1974** 1975** 1976 


1977 


1978 




hi ' \. 




N « 133 


N - 121 


N - 169 


1. 


'I- 

A severely retarded 8-year-old girl fi^lth 


^ routine ozzi. cg tjroatmo/i t 


AO ■ J 


29.7 


21.9 


26.4 






extensive carles In the primary dentition, 


after consultation with specialist 


21.8 


19.5 




together with gingival Inf lannaatlon ^ 




16.5 


12.4 


25.4 




..' 


refer to dental specialist* 


30.8 


28.1 


31.9 




'}» 


routine office treatment 


87.2 


90.9 


93.5 


2. 


An arthritic 64-year-old man with moderate 

' Ml 


after consultation with specialist 


8.3 


6.6 


3.0 




periodontal disease 


only in a hospit<il 












refer to dental specialist 


0.7 


0.8 


2.4 






ro u ti n e offi ce t rea tnten t * 


57.9 


\ 67.8 


53.8 




A l^^^nf^ nnH dPAf Datlt>nt th malTlcorf 


after consultation ^fftii specialist* 


21.0 


12.4 


19.5 




gingivitis 


only in a hospital 


1 c 


9 ^ 

/.m J 


U.J 


« 




♦ refer to dental specialist 


15.8 


15.7 


18.9 






routine c/xxxcc? cxcfciunufjc 


3.8 


3.3 


4.1 




An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deep carious 


aft^er consultation with specialist* 


30.1 


26.4 


25.4 




lesions In several maxillary 


onl^ in a hospi tal 


48.9 


43.0 


56.2 






re fer to dental specialist 


11.3 


24.0 


12.4 






xC/UCXnCJ iJL L iCi! Cx tXiCinUfJC 


66.9 


V 69.4 


76.3 


5. 


A cooperative 12-year-old boy with Down^s 


Lt^ IrtSi UX Uu UX tvJL WJJ U^(^l«XU Jk Xi^ 


20.3 


14.9 


18.3 




syndrome, carious lesions In several teeth. 






U .0 




and severe gingivitis 


only in a hospital 


■ Cm ^ 


/ 2.5 






refer to dental specialist 


5.3 


9.1 


3.5* 






routine office treatment 


15.0 


23.1 


14,8 


6. 


A severely hypertensive SS-year-old jftan 


after consultation with specialist 


52.6 


o 49.6 


45.6 




In need of gltiglvectorales 


only in a hospital^ 


14.3 


12.4 


23.1 






refer to dental specialist*' 


12.8 


12.4 


14.8 






routine office treatment 


13.5 


21.5 


18.3 


7. 


An 8-year-old girl with leukemia In remission 


after consultation with specialist* 


51.1 


43.0 


47.3 




who has large carious lesions In three 










primary teeth : 


only in a hospital 


18.0 


16.5 


21.9 






refer to dental- specialist 


10.5 


14.9 


10.6 






routine office treatment* 


48.1 


55.4 


57.4 


8. 


A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13- 


after consultation with specialist 


24.1 


18.2 


20.1 


« 


year-old boy with a dentoalvcolar abscess 


only in a hospital 


8.3 


* 5.0 


5.9 






refer to dental specialist 


15.8 


19.0 


14.8 






* Dcocrlptlon of Patient 


Alternative Treatment 197^** 


1975** 


1976 


1977 


1978 






routine office treatment 






^.5 


4.1 


5.3 


9. 


A ^0-ycar-old cdcntulouo woman with an 
unrepaired complete cleft of the hard and 


after consultation with opocialiot 






9.0 


9.1 


13.0 




soft palateo who io in need of a prootheoio 


only in a hospital 

refer to Rental apccialiot* 






0.7 
79.7 . 


2.5 
81.8 


3.0 
76.9 






routine office treatment* 






73.7 


72.7 


72.8 


10, 


A 2^-'yGar-old moderately retarded mtin with 
controlled epilepoy and carious leoions in 


after consultation with specialist* 






15.8 


17.4 


19.5 




two molars 


only in a hospital 

6 

refer to dental apocialist 






2.3 
3.0 


2.5 
S.8 


0.6 
4.1 




. 


routine office treatment 






25.6 


28.1 


27.2 


11. 


A severely retarded 18-ycar-old in need of 


after consultation with spccitaliat 






16.5 


14.9 


■ 16.6 




gingivectomles 


only in a hospital 

refer to dental sjjccialist* 






22.6 
30.1 


17.4 
38.0 


18.9 
34.3 






routine office treatxicnt 






17.3 


49.6 


38.5 


12. 


A ^8-year-old woman with a prosthetic cardiac 
heart valve replacement who is in need of a 


after consultation with specialist* 






57. 1 


33.9 


43.2 




pulp extirpation 


only in a hospital 






6.0 


7.4 


7.1 






refer to dental specialist 






13. S 


6.6 


9.5 






routine office treatment 






11.3 


16. S 


17.2 


13. 


A severely retarded 18-year-old in need of 


after consultation with specialist 






12.0 


9.1 


16.0 




an apicoGCtomy 


only in a hospital* 

refer to dental specialist* 






21.0 ^ 
51.1 


19.8 
52.1 


23.1 
42.6 






routine officA treatment* 






31.^ 


52.1 


43.2 


lA. 


An 8-ycar-old autistic child with fracture{> 


after consultation with specialist 






29.3 


16.5 


23.1 




anterior teeth 


only in a hospwht^l 

refer to derjftai specialist 






6; 8 
27.8 


6.6 
22.3 


6.5 
24.8 






routine office] treatment* 
1 






66.9 


59.5 


64.5 


15. 


A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with 


after consultation with specialist 






17.3 • 


14.0 


18.3 




a repaired cleft palate and dental caries 


only in a hosnital 

refer to drntkl specialist 






2.3 
9.0 


4.1 
18.2 


2.4 
13.6 






routine offile treatment 






^.S 


9.9 


13. 0 


16. 


^A 56-ycar-old man with a history of two episodes 


after consultation with specialist 






24.8 


29.7 


26.0 




of stroke who ia in need of multiple extractions 


only in a pospital* 

refer to iental specialist* 






,40.6 
23.3 


28.1 
29.7 


30.8 
27.8 






routine office treatment 






45. 9 


46.3 


49.1 


17. 


A blind and deaf 6-ycar-old boy with a badly 


after colisultation witii specialist 






15.0 


^2.4 


11.2 




decayed molar that must be extracted 

C5 i. 


only in a hospital* 






6.0 


8.3 


6.5 






rnfor lo dental spnoialist* 




— ^ 


27.1 


30.6 


31.9 
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4 

/ 






1 




Description of Patient 


Altornnt'lvf Tmntnrnt* 107^** 


1975** 


1976 


T077 


10 7 ft 






routino offico treatment 




36.3 


32.2 


35.5 


18. 


A. nc*^fC*TC*\.v Te>tn\Tt\of{ lfi"~vpnir— nlrf An ne\t*A 


^ onltj in a hoapital* 




1 9 n 


1 7 A 


X<4 •O 




of a pulp^ extirpation 




1^.3 


11.6 


11.8 










JX . fJ. 


•^7 9 


7 

«30« / 




\ 


routine office troatment* 




53.^ 


57.0 


57.4 


19, 


A 16-year-old boy with muocular dyo trophy 


after conaultatian with opccialiat 




23.3 


21.5 


24.8 




and carlouo leaiono in several teeth 


only in a hoppital 






5.0 


5.9 




V 






X J . n 


XM • y 


XU • X 






routino office treatment 




60.1 


' 62.8 


66.9 


20. 


An IB-ycar-old moderately retarded 
controlled epileptic with gingival 


L»A W C/l J4h^ U A ldi4 w A C/' J Ilr Ji Cil i>//(Lj v A LI A A L* 




£,J t U 


99 


9n 1 




hyperplasia 


onir/ in a hoapital 






'i.l 


3.0 






X (jx i^x diy uui.fcaCix i> ^.'w ai tj A ^ ti 




3.8 


9 . 1 


o . 






routine office treatment 




^41. 3 


57.0 


45.6 


21 • 




QXbCJJT C«(/IJ^[iX (•ClLXf/J fi/XtfJ i>Jp(JC^XLl XXO t 




AO 1 

^£ . 1 








rhcuDatlc fever who io In need of an extraction 


only in a hospital 




6.0 


2.5 


8^3 






X (JX (J* CCr uUf J Uax lJ£^<^K^*tlAJLU^ 






7 A 


7 7 






routine office troat/nont* 




60.1 


50.^ 


52.1 


22. 


A 60-ycar-old woman with multiple oclorooio 


after conotiltaticn with apceialiat 




2^.1 


28.1 


33.7 




and' gingival inf lactation 


only in a hospital 




2.3 


^.1 


7.1 






A UX (J* UCf J bUX U fftJirALlJLAU G 




O.J 


Xvt . 7 


J.J 






routine office treatment 




^.5 


S.8 


4.7 


23. 


A 69-year-old nan in need of an obturator for 
a majtillary defect occondary to therapy for a 


axccTx^ GO/2IJUX i>acxci/i urxcij Uju(jc>xaxx«Li c 




^ . 


u . u 


11 fl 




oquamoua coll carcinoma of the hard palate 


onit; in a hospital 




^.5 


5.8 


3.0 




1 

n i 


JkUJLLJJk uU UUjJEuX UlJLIVimA JLLilt 




uX . c. 


70 '\ 


7fl 7 






routine office treatment 




3.8 


3.3 


3.5 . 


2^^ , 


M XU yULlt \/XU Ili^UUpil X X XLlLi w X Lll u ciLiiixy 


n^t'f^F nrjii 1 t'.t't' 4 f^n r t4 n nr\^4 jt 1 4 ft 
uX LCJX GT/jJIiUX ElI CXt^Jf HrX Cf 2 U^UWaiHaU^ 




11 '\ 


lU. / 


1 n A 

XU . u 




decayed molar that Duot bo extracted 

n 


only in ti hospital* 




51.1 


^7#9 


59.8 












33.1 


24.8 






routine offico treatment* 




70.7 


77.7 


no Q 


25. 


An 18-year-old controlled dlobotic In need 


after conaultation with apceialiat* 




18.8 


1^.9 


12.4 




of gingivoplaoty 


only in a hospital 




1.5 


0.8 


0.6 






refer to dental aped alia t 




2.3 


5.0 


3.0 



* AlCornativca ooloGCod by advloory eonimltcoo. Total 
**Data not available for thlo year. 



pereentagoo may differ from 100 because of omlooions and rounding error # 



ill 



i 



J 



Doocrlptlon of Patient 



Tlic Percentage of 
Alternative 



TABLE 6-10 
«. ' • 

School Tc?i Students Who Chooo Each Patient Treatment 
Concerning Different Kinda of Patlcnta, by Year 
\ 

Alte rnative Trcat3nent 



197^ 



1975 



1. A oevoroly retarded 8-year-old girl with 
cxtenolve carlca In the prlmry dentition, 
together with gingival Inf lamatlon 



routine offico treatment 
aftor conaultation with specialist 
onltj in a hospital*'' 
rofor to dental specialist* 




1976 
N p 70 

20.0 

20.0 

30.0 

28.6 



1977 
N - 7^ 

20.3 

17. 

18.9 

39.2 



1978 



N - 75 r 

12.t)v/ 



5.3 
38.7 



An arthritic 6^-year-old man with nodorato 
periodontal dlseooc 



roiitino offico treatment* 
aftor consultation with apccieili\t 
only in a hospital 
rofor to dental specialist 



6S.0 74.3 
LO ' 21.8 



4.0 



71.4 
27.1 

1.4 



79.7 
14.9 
1.3 
2.7 



73.3 
22.7 

1.3 



A blind and deaf patient with narked 
gingivitis 



routine offico treatment* 57.5 

after consultation with specialist* 25. 0 

onlr; in a hospital 2.5 

rofor to dental af)ccialist_^ 15.0 



57.4 
21.8 
1.0 
19.8 



52.9 
24.3 
7.1 
15.7 



An lO-year-old hemophiliac with -^eep carlouo 
Icolono In ooveral maKlllary 



routine office treatment ^ 
after consultation with specialist* 20.0 
onhj in a hospital 47.5 
rofor to dental specialist -32.5 



1.0 
33.7 
46.5 
17.8 



1.4 
SI. 4 
22.9 
20.0 



55.4 
25.7 
1.3 
13.5 



1.3 
45.9 
31.1 
18.9 



54.7 
24.0 
1.3 
17.3 



2.7 
57.3 
20.0 

_l6jO_ 
69.3 
16.0 
2.7 
_8,0_ 

5.3 
58.7 
12.0 
21.3 



A cooperative 12-year"'0ld boy with Oown'o 
oyndrone, carlouo leolono In several teeth, 
and oovore glnglvlci^ 



routine office treatment* 

aftor consultation with specialist 

onhj in a hospital 

refer to dental specialist . 



6. A severely hypertensive 58-year-old can 
iPn need of glnglvectoalos 

.. _ '— 

o 

7. An 0-year-old girl ^Ith leukcnla In rcalsslon 
who has large carious lesions In threq 
primary tcoth 



routine offico trcatnont 

aftor consultation witfi specialist 

only in a hospital* 

rofor to dental specialist* 




81.4 
14.3 
1.4 
1.4 



5.7 

52.9 
12.9 
24.3 



routine offico troatncnt 
aftor consultation with specialist* 
only in a hospital 
jofpr_triudental_j} pncial int 



A Dodoratoly retarded, cerebral-palsied 13- 
year-old boy with a dentoalvcolar abscess 



routine office treattnent* 
aftor eansultaticn with specialist 
only in a hospital 
rnfnr_to dental npepialint 



74.3 
*21.6 
1.3 
1.3 



58.1 
14.9 
24.3 




111 



I 

ON 

to 

I 



1^ 




DGOCription of Patient 

A 4iO-yGar-old odcntulouo wonan with an 
unrepaired, complete cl^ft of the hard and 
ooft palatea who la In need of a prootheala 



10. A 2^-yGar-old moderately retarded man with 
controlled epllepay and carloua lealono In 
two tnolaro 



Alternative Treatment 


1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


19?8 


routino office treatment 


13.0 


10.9 


10.0 


* 5.4 


13. 3 


after conaultation witli opcoialiot 


5.0 


19.6 


18.6 




22*7 


only in a hospital 


7.5 




1.4 


1.3 




rofor to (lontal opccialiat* 


72. S 


69.^3 


70.0 


74.3' 


61.3 


routino office treatment* 


57.5 


69.3 


78.6 


81.1 


77.3 


after conaultation with apccialiot* 


40.0 


26.7 


21.4 


10.8 





only in a hospital 

rofor to dental opecialiat 



2.5 



1.0 

3.0 



1.3 

5.4 



11. A OGverely retarded 18-year-old In need of 
Clnglvectonleo 



routing office troatrr^nt 
after consultation with opocialiht 
only in a hospital 
refer to dental apccialiat* 



2.5 
5.0 
37.5 
55.0 



9.9 
^15.8 
26.7 
46.5 



8.6 
12.9 
42.9 \ 
32.9 



12. A 40-yoar-old wonan with a proa the tic cardiac 
heart valve repla'cecent who lo In need of a 
pulp extirpation 



routine office troato/Jt 10.0 14.8 17.1 
after consultation with spccialiat* 72.5 65.3 65.7 
only in a hospital * 7.5 10.9 11.4 
refer to dental opQcialiot .10.0 6^9 2_^9_ 



13. A ocvcroly retarded 18-yoar-old In need of 
an aplcoectoDy 



routine office treatnicnt 

after consultation with specialist 5.0 

only in a hospital* 30.0 

refer to -dental specialist* 65.0 



15.8 
9.9 
17.8 
55.4 



11.4 
8.6 
37.1 

42.9 



14. An 8-yoar-old tiutlatlc child with fractured 
anterior teeth 



routine office treatment* 25.0 42.6 50.0 

aftor consultation with specialist 25.0 30.7 20.0 

only in a hospital 12.5 4.0 11.4 

rofor to dental specialist - / 37.5 22.8 17.1 



15. A 6-year-old moderately retarded Rlrl with 
a repaired cleft palate and dental carlca 



routine office treatment* 

after consul tat iont^with specialist 

only in a hospital 

refer to dental specialist 



65.0 
17.5 
2.5 
15.0 



80.2 
11.9 
1.0 
6.9 



78.6 
14.3 
1.4 
5.7 



16. A 56-year-old nan with a hlatory of two oplaodea 
of atroko who la In need of tnultlplo extractlona 



routine office treatment 

after consultation with specialist 

only in a hospital* 

refer to dental opcsialist* 



17. A blind and deaf 6-year-old boy with a badly 
decayed colar that muat bo extracted 



routine office trcatnicnt 

after consultation with specialist 

only in a hospital* 

refer to_dpntal_npeaialint^;_^ 



30.0 
32.5 
32.5 
50.0 
2.5 
10.0 
35.0 



4.0 
45.5 
31.7 
18.8 



2.9 
45.7 
28.6 
20.0 



50.5 
16.8 
9.9 
22.8 



52.9 
11.4 
17.1 
15.7 



71.6 
10.8 
1.3 
13.5 



4.0 
44.6 
24.3 
23.0 



47.3 
12.2 

29*7 



2.7 
2.7 




62.7 
14.7 
5.3 
14.7 



6.7 
50.7 
17.3 
22.7 



52,0 
10.7 
9.3 

25^. 3 



ON 
I 



^ Description of Patient 



18. A severely retarded 16-year-old In need 
''^5^ a*pulp extirpation 



Alternative Treatment '[^ 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 

routine off fee treatment '7.5 2^7 31. A 29.7 21.3 

after consultation with^ specialis^t^ 17.5 12.9 20.0 , U.9 10.7 

only in a hospital* 30.0 16^ 2A.3 13.5 25.3 

refer to'dentAl Specialist* A5 . 0 AO . 6 2A . 3 AO . 5 AO . 0 



19. A 16-year-old boy with muscular dystrophy 
and carious lesions In several, ^eeth 

^ 



routine office treatment* A5.0 * 55. A A5.7 62.2 A5.3 

after consultation with speciAlist 37.5 29.7 31. A 28. A 25.3 

only in a hospital 7.5 8.9- 11. A '2.7 9.3 

refer to dental specialist 10.0 A»0 11. A 5. A IA.7 



20. An 18-year-old moderatelf retarded 
controlled epileptic with gingival 
hyperplasia 



routine office treatment 37.5 A3. 6 ^47.1 A5.9 A6.7 

after coiisultation with specialist 37.5 36.3 38.6 • 33.8 2A.0 

only in a hospital ' 2.5 A.O l.A 1.3 2.7. 

refer to dental specialist* 22.5 15.8 12.9 17^6 2A.0 



21. A 12-year-old girl with a recent history of 

rheumatic fever who Is In need of an extraction 



.22. A 48-year-old womaj 
and gingival 



Itlple sclerosis 




routine office treatment 35.0 
after consultation with specialist* 62.5 
only in a hospital - 

refer to dental specialist 2.5 

routine office treatment* AO.O 
after consultation with specialist A2.5 
only in a hospital 10.0 
refer to dental specialist 5.0 



33.7 
56. A 
A. 9 
A. 9 



32.9 
65.7 
l.A 



23.0 
68.9 
1.3 
5. A 



36.6 
56. A 
2.0 
2.0 



35.7 
55.7 
I'.A 
5.7 



60. a 
32. A 

A.O 



23. A 60-year-old man In need of an obturator for 
a maxillary defect secondary to therapy for a 
squamous cell carcinoma of the hard palate 



routine of f ice treatment 




* Alternatives selected by^dvlsory committee. Total 



percentages-^^^li^'^^lf fer from lOOf because of ^omissions and rounding error. 
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36.0 
57.3 
2.7 
1.3 



36.0 
A1.3 
5.3 
1A.7 



routine office treatment 10.0 * 11.9 10.0 6.8 6.7 

after consultation with specialist* 15.0 14.8 5.7^ 9.5 18.7 

only in a hospital 2.5 - l.A 2.7 

refer to dental specialist 72.5 73.3 81. A 79.7 70.7 



2A. 


A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly 
decayed molar that must be extracted 


after consultation with specialist 

only in a hospital* 

refer to dental specialist 


7.5 
52.5 
AO.O 


22.8 

p.e 

32.7 


28.6 
35.7 
30.0 


33.8 
37.8 
25.7 


AO.O 
22.7 
33.3 






routine office treatment* 


65.0 


53.5 


51. A 


55. A 


56.0 


25. 


An l5-year-old controlled diabetic In need 


after consultation with specialist* 


22.5 


33.7 


AO.O 


29.7 


32.0 




of glnglvoplasty 


only in a hospital- 


2.5 




2.9 




1.3 






refer to dental specialist 


10.0 


11.9 


5.7 


13.5^ 


8.0 



TABLE 6-11 



The Percentage of School Eleven Students Who Chose Each Patient Treatment 
Alternative Concerning Different Kinds of Patients, by Year , 



I 

ON 

I 



1 




11 





• Descrip^tion of Patient 


Alterttatiye Treatment 


1971* 


1975 


, 1976 


1977 


1978 








N - 63 


N «= 81 


N ° 88 


N « 72 


N - '90 


1. 


A severely retarded 8-year-old girl with 


routine office treatment 


7.9 


7.4 


12.5' 


6.9 


12.2 




extensive caries in the primary dentition, 


after consujhiatipn wi'th specialist 


15.9 


30.9 


25.0 


20.8 


34.4 




together with gingival inflammation 


only in a hospital* 


54. 0 


39 i 5 


32.9 


43.1 


^3.3 - 






refer to dental specialist*' 


19.0 


18.5 


26.1 


26.4 * 


24.4 






routine office treatment* 


87.3 


85.2 


87.5 


69.4 


82.2 


2. 


An arthritic 6A-year-old man with moderate 
periodontal disease 


after consultation with specialist 
only in a hospital 


12.7 
- 


12.3 
- 


7.9 
- 


23.6 

, - 


13.3 
- 






refer to dental specialist 


- 


2.5 


V, 2.3 


4.2 






*■ 


routine office treatment* 


38.1 


50*6 


45.4 


43.1 


56.7 


3. 


A blind and deaf patient with marked 


after consultation with specialist* 


47.6 


35.8 


38.6 


34.7 


30.0 




gingivitis 
- 


only in a hospital 


1.6 


— 


2.3 


— 


- 2.2 






refer to dental specialist 


12.7 


9.9 


10.2 


18.1 


6.7 






routine office treatment 


1.6 


1.2 


2.3 


2.8 ' 


3.3 


4. 


An 18-year-old hemophiliac with deep carious 


after fonsultation with specialist* 


34.9 


44 ;4 


/43.2 " 


37*5 


41.1 




lesions in several maxillary 


only in a, hospital 


44.4 


34.6 


40.9 


37.5 


34.4 






refer to dental specialist 


17.5 


16.0 


11.4 


20.8 


16.7 




^ 


routinB office treatment* 


66.7 


75.3 


71.6 


72.2 


70.0 


5. 


A coojierative 12-year-old boy with Down*s 
syndrome, carious lesions in several teeth. 


after consultation with specialist 


31.7 


19.7 


19.3 


22.2 


22.2 . 




and severe gingivitis. 


onli/ in a hospital 




1.2 


2.3 


2.8 


2.2 


n 
f 




• ft 

refer to dental specialist 


1.6 


1.2 


4^5 


1.4 


1.1 


i 




routine office treatment 


9.5 


8.6 


A. 5 


2.8 


4.4 


6. 


A severely hypertensive 58-year-old man 


after consultation with specialist 


42.9 


50.6: 


35.2^ 


23.6 


33.3 




in need of gingivectomies 


only in a hospital* 


27.0 


9.9 


22 ^7*^ 


23.6 


20.0 






refer to dental specialiaf^ 


20.6 


23.5 


31.8 


47.2 


37.8 






routine office treatment 


22.2 


21.0 


12.5 


15.3 


15.6 


7. 


An 8-year-old girl with leukemia in remission 
who has large carious lesions in three 


after consultation with specialist* 


63.5 


65.4 


56.8 


59.7 


55.6 




primary 'teeth 


only in a hospital 


3.2 


8.6 


12.5 


9.7 


6.7 






refer to dental specialist 


9.5 


2.5 . 


14.8 


9.7 


17.8 






routine office treatment* 


36.5 


45.7 


43.2 


41.7 


'46.7 


8. 


A moderately retarded, cerebral-palsied 13- 


after consultation with specialist 


39.7 


28.4 


28.4 


30.6 


28.9 




year-old boy with a dentoalveolar abocess 


only in a hospital 


4.3 


8.6 


10.2 


5.6 


4.4 






refer to dental specialist 


19.0 


13.6 


15.9 


20.8 


15.6 . 



I 

ON 

I 



ERLC 



Deocrlptlon of Patient 

A ^0-year-old edentulous woman with an 
unrepaired complete cleft of the hard and 
Boft palateo who io in need of a proothesis 



10. A 2^-year-old moderately retarded man with 
controlled epilepoy and cariouo leoiono in 
" two mo lax 0 



Alternative Treatment 


197^ 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 


routine office treatment 


6.3 


^.9 


5.7 


^.2 


• 2.2 


after conoaltation wS^th* apecialiot 


1^.3 


12.3 


22.7 


6.9 


16.7 


only in a hospital 






1.1 " 


1.^ 


2.2 


refer to dental specialiot* 


79.^ 


81.5 


67.0 


8^.7 


7<4.4"^ 


routine office treatmcn^t* 

after consultation with apecialiat* 


73.0 
23.8 


83.9 
13.6 


70.^ 
26.1 


65.3 
29.2 


70.0 
23.3 



only in a hospital 





■ ^ 


refer to dental apecialiat 


1.6 


1.2 


1.1 


4.2 


2.2 






routine offiCo treatment 


17.5 


6.2^ 


9.1 


/ 6.9 


11.1 


11. 


A oeverely retarded IS-year-old in need oE 


after consultation with apoci'^^ITkt 


U.3 


16.0 


11.4 


13.9 


16.7 




gingivectomieo ^ 


only in a hospital J 


36.5 


40.7 . 


36.4 


26.4 


21.1 






refer to dental apecialiot* / 


30.2 


33.3 


40.9 


51.4 


45.6 






routine office treatment 


/^.3 


12.3 " 


14.8 


19.4 


33.3 


1 7 


A 'i8-*year— old woman with a proothctic cardiac 
heart valve replacement who io in need of a 


after consultation with apecialiat* 


^l./i 


74.1 


59.1 


.68.1 


50.0 




pulp extirpation 


only in a honpital ' 


9.5 


4.9 


« 6.8 


1.4 


6.7 




• 


refer to dental apecialiat ^ 


. 4.8 


> 2.5 


14. 8*^ 


8.3 


5.6 






routine office treatment 


11.1 


6.2 


7.9 


ft 

6.9 


11.1 


13. 


A oeverely retarded 18-year-old in need of 


after conaultation with apecialiat 


4.8 


13.6 


14.8 


5.6 


15.6 




an apicocctomy 


onltf in a hospital* 


47.6 


45.7 


25.0 


29.2 


17.8 






refer to dental apecialiat* 


36.5 


29.6 


46.6 


55.6 


51.1 




c 


routine office treatment* 


39.7 


24.7 


31.8 


22.2 


24.4 


\U. 


An 8-year-old autiotia child with fractured 


after consultation with apecialiat 


31.7 


42.0 ^ 


26.1 


33.3 


37.8 




Antcr||pr teeth 


only in a hoapital 


^6.3 


8.6 


12.5 


8.3 


4.4 






refer to dental apecialiat 


19.0 


14.8 


21.6 


33.3 


27.8 






routine office treatment* 


65.1 


67.^ 


60:2 


56.9 


61.1 


15. 


A 6-year-old moderately retarded girl with 


after conaultation with apecialiat 


23.8 


18.5 


21.6 


23.6 


26.7"' 




a repaired cleft palate and dental carieo 


only in a hoapital 


1.6 


2.5 


3.4 


1.4 


1.1 






refer to dental apecialiat 


7.9 


7.4 


12.5 


16.7 


6.7 






routine office treatment 




3.7 




4.2 


5.6 


16. 


A 56-year-old man with a biotory of two cpioodeo 


after conaultation with apecialiat 


27.0 


35.8 


2^.1 


25.0 


34.4 




of otroko who io in need of multiple oxtractiono 


only in a hoapital* 


34.9 


21.0 


31.8 


27.8 


25.6 






refer to dental apecialiat* 


38.1 


33.3. 


34.1 


38.9 


30.0 






routine office treatment 


31.7 


39.5 


36.4 


36.1 


41.1 


17. 


A blind and deaf 6-ycar-old boy with a badly 


after conaultation with apecialiat 


28.6 


28.4 


27.3 


22.2 


31.1 




decayed molar that muot be extracted 


only in a hoapital* 


11.1 


7.4 


7.9 


8.3 


5.6 






refer to dental- apecialiat* 


27.0 


21.0 


25.0 


30.6 


17.8 



1 



1 



r 





Doocription of Patient 


Alternative Tr on tnpnt 


197^ 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 






routing office t^rcatncnt' » ' 


25.^. 


21.0. 


22.7 


ia.4 


26.7 


18. 


A ocvcr c ly rc tQrdcd 16"'ycQr~old In nocd-^ 




1 Q 


10 7 


1 Q Q 


1 c *l 

1^. J 


91 1 
Z J. J 




of a pulp extirpation 


only in a hospital* 


25.^ 


32.1 


26.1 


25.0 


15.. 6 






rofo]^ to dontol oped alio 


31* 7 


2^.7 


31.8 


38.9 


30. 0 






routino offico troatmcnt^ 


^1.3 


^6.9 




41.7 


43.3 


19. 


A 16~yc3r*"old boy with hiuocuIqf dyotrophy 






17 n 


lA 1 


1A 1 
JD . 1 


17 fl 




and cariouo looiono in oevcral teeth 


onit; in a hoqpital 


9.5 


1.2 


5.7 


5.6 


5.6 






rofor to df(?ntC2j upccioXiot 


^.0 


12. 3 


10.2 


1 1 Q 

X J . 7 


6.7 






routine offico treatment 


68.2 


39.5 


^2.0 


33.3 


53.3 


20. 


An 10'~year"'old inodcrately retarded 


nftrtr cnnntiJ f'/if'i^n wit'h nnnf*i /i7 i nf" 


1 7 ^ 


JU . J. 




ifi 1 


19 9 




controlled epileptic with gingival 
hyperplasia 


onit; in a hospital 


1.6 


7.^ 


^.5 


4.2 










12 . 7 


11. 1 


1^.8 




7 fi 






routiflo offico treatment 


31.7 


25.9 


36.^ 


33.3 


40.0 




A 17— vnnT— old t>^l"l tJ^ n i- o r» r> n t- \\intnr\f nf 






A/i 9 
0^ . £ 




Jb.7 






rholuoacic fever who io in need of an extraction 


nnJti in n hnnni f'/tl 

1X1/ XJI U J J b-Cl A 






A *; 


1 A 


1 1 
J.J 






refer to dental opoaialiot 


3.2 


3.7 




3.6 


5.6 






routine offico treatment'^ 


^7.6 


^8.1 


59.1 


45.8 


55.6 


22, 


A uR^'Voni*— 'olrl t.fnrT)i n u4 hti mil Ihlnin n^1o«*rtn4n 

• > JfULll. X U Wvllulll WXUil lUU ill l> X p ill U iLUC^UU xU 




A 9 0 


A 7 


in 7 


A1 7 


1Q Ti 




and gingival inflammation 


only in a hospital 


^.8 


1.2 


1.1 




2.2 






rofor to (icn ta 1 oped aliot 


3. 2 


3.7 


6.8 


9.7 


2.2 • 






routiltio offico treatment 


1.6 


1.2 


6.8 


2.8 


1.1 


23. 


A 60-year-old man in need of an obturator for 
a maxillary defect pccondary to thcyrap^ for a 
oquomouo cell carcinoma the hard palate 


/ift'f^T' /'rtnnti 7 /in ij4t'h nnf\f^4 rtl 4 nt"^ 

CIA bCiX (»l^J J£J UX bCl bX UJ J nrxUil U^yUCaXCIX X U !• 

onit; in a hoopLtal 


12 . 7 


7 li 


12.5 
2.3 


Q 7 
1.4 


7 fl 






rofor to dental apccialiat 


85.7 


90.1 


76.1 


83.3 


86.7 




fl 


routine offico treatment ^ 




1.2 


3.^ 


4.2 


1.1 


2^. 


A 16-year-old hemophiliac with a badly 


after consultation wiUi opociaXiot 


17.5 


30.9 


28.4 


22.2 


21.1 . 




decayed nolar that nuat be cxti?acted 


only in a hospital* 


^9-.2* 


37.0 


42.0 


43.1 


41.1 * 






rofor to dental apccialiot 


33.3 


2^.7 


17.0 


27.8 


32.2 






routine office treatment* 


.68.2 


55.6 


55.7 


44«4 


54.4 


25. 


An 18-year-old controlled , diabetic in need 
of gingivoplaaty 


after consul tation with opoaialiot* 
only in a hospital 


28.6 


38.3 


29.5 
2.3 


37.5 


26.7 






rofor to dental apccialiot 


3.2 


6.2 


6.8 


__15.3 


14.4 



* AltornaCivco flcloctcd by advioory eonmiittco. Total pcreontageo may differ from 100 because of omissions and rounding etror. 



TABLE 7 

Percentage* of Students from All Schools Reporting 
Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation* 



Type of Activity 

Self-employed professional practice 

Professional partnership 

Employed professional practice 

Full-- time residency or graduate training 

Research and/or teaching 

Military service 

Other activities 



Years 


1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 


26.2 


27.3 


27.6 


30.7 


29.3 


20.5 


17.6 


17.8 


19.9 


14.9 


16.2 


15.0 


13.5 


15.2 


16.5 


14.8 


15.5 


19.9 


22.7 


24.7 


3.6 


2.6 


1.9 


2.2 


2.5 




17.6 


10.4 


9.8 


7.4 


8.0 


5.2 


4.1 


3.6 



Various Undergraduate Majors 



Majors 



Fredentistry or premedlcine 


47.0 


37.7 


35.7 


30.7 


29.6 


Other biological sciences 


29.8 


33.4 


31.4 


35.2 


36.7 


English o " 


0.9 


0.J9 


0.9 


1.0 


1.3 


Mathematics 


2.1 


1.9 


2.0 


2.3 


1.3 


Physical science 


2.7 


2.9 


3.5 


4.5 


4.3 


KnKineorinR 


1.3 


3.2 


4.6 


3.9 


4.1 


Psychology, sociology, or social work 


6.5 


5.8 


7.1 


6.8 . 


6.0 


Othi»r social sciences 


2.8 


2.3 


2.6 


3.2 


2.8 


0th I'r majors 


6.1 


8.1 


8.1 


7.5 


8.0 



One Year or More of Full-Tlmc V'Jork Exper ienfce** 



Tlmt« Period 



Before undergraduate college ' 10.3 12.1 15.9 14.8 12.7 

Between undergraduate college and dental school 17.1 23.0 27.6 28.5 30.1 



Background Characteristics 



Characteristics 



Military s«'rvlce 

Peace Corps, VISTA, or other group 
Handicapped person in family 



7.4 
0.2 
6.8 



11-8 
0.5 
6.6 



12.4 
0.8 
9.7 



11.0 
0.9 
11.4 



7.8 
0.1 
8.5 



Attitudes Tov;ard Treating Handicapped Patients 



Atti tude 



ERIC 



Avoid v;h(»n pofJslble 
Trotit only whon required 
Ore a^; i ona 1 1 y t rea t ed 
Actively Thought experiences 



5.8 1.6 1.4 0.7 
49.7 51.3 48.4 46.6 
32.1 32.4 38.1 42.1 

6.9 8.7 6.7 7.2 



* This question allowed for multiple response, total percentages ^wlll be 
greater than 100%. 

**Becauoe these were aakcd as separate questions, percentages will not equal 100%. 
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1974 and 1977 , but dropped to 15 percent in 1978 • Only two choices show clear ( 
trends. Full-time reoidency or graduate training increased from 15 percept 
in 1974 to about 25 percent in 1978, while military service declined from 19 
percent in 1974 to 10 percent in 1978, 

Predentistry or premedicine was the undergraduate major for nearly half of 
the 1974 graduates. Its popularity then declined steadily to just 30 percent 
for 1978 graduates. Over the same period, other biological sciences increased 
from 30 percent tp 37 percent. The end of the military draft is a possible 
contributing factor here, since it released students from the pressure of 
making early vocational commitments. 

Around 10 percent each year had an undergraduate major in the social 
sciences. Ten percent or more of the students each year had a year or more of 
full-time work experience before entering undergraduate college. The number 
having full-time work experience between undergraduate college and dental 
school increased rather steadily from 17 percent in 1974 to 30 percent in 1978. 



The end of the draft and increasing tuition costs, both for undergraduate and 
dental schools, are quite likely contributing factors here. 

The number who had had military service increased from seven percent 
in 1974 to 12 percent in 1976*and then declined to 8 percent in 1978. Fewer 
than one percent reported Peace Corps, VISTA, or similar service in any year. 

The number reporting a handicapped person in the family ranged from- 
seven percent in f974 to 11 perce.nt in 1977. In 1975 through 1978, a question 
was included on attitudes toward treating handicapped patients. In 1975, about 
six percent said they avoided such patients when possible. By 1978, this 



response was chosen by less than one percent. ^(Uosetp 50 percent each year 
said they treated such patients only when they had to. The numbef who reported 





s 



they occasionally treated such patients (voluntarily) increased from 32 percent 
in 1975 to 42 percent in 1978, Less than 10 percent each year said they actively 
sought such experiences. In these responsesi there is clear Confirmation that 
the Foundation's program had the desired effect upon substantial numbers of 
students and substantiates anecdotal evidence gathered in site visits during 
and after t'he funding period. 

Data for individual schools are shown in Tables 7-1 through 7"11. With, of 
course, smaller numbers of students involved in each of these tables, substan- 
tial irregularity in results is to be expected. Hence, comment will be made 
only on those figures where there is marked departure from the overall pattern. 
At School 01, more students expected to go into solo professional practice and 
a larger number hads majored in predentistry or premedicine. 

At School 02, a considerably larger percentage expected to enter employed 
professional practice, and considerably fewer expected to enter military 
sefvice.' A much smaller percentage had majored in predentistvy or premedicine, 
and more had .majored in other biological sciences. A larger number reported 
that thev had seen handicapped patients in addition to those covered by course 
requi rerfient s . 

School 03 was represented only in 1974 and 1975. 

At School 04, n 'part icular ly large perce»tage of students in 1974 expected 
to enter militarj^ service, and while this percentage declined in subsequent 
years, it was still considerably above the total group in 1978. The percentage 
of students who sqid they treated handicapped patients only when required 
decreased from 74 percent in 1973 to 44 per cent in 1978. There was a con- 
comitant increase in those who reported treatment of handicapped paCiento in . 
addition to those of courl3e requirements. 



TABLE 7-1 

Percentage of Students from School One Reporting 
Different Expected Prof essional' Activities After Graduation* 



Type of Activity ' 



Self-employed professional practice 
Profe.sj^ioricil partnership 
Employed professional practice 
full-time residency or graduate training 
Research and /or teaching 
. Military service 
Other activities 



Various UgderRraduate Majors^ 



MfiJ()rj5 



Predentistry or premedlcine 
-Other biological sciences 
Fnj',11^5h 
Mathematics 
Physical sci(»ncc 
EngincM^ring 

Psychology, fjociology, or social work 
Other social sciences 
Oth(»r ma jors 



Years 


1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 


35.8 


37.5 ■ 


36.2 


30.8 


33.9 


11.3 


10.9 


11.6 


10.8 


24.2 


7.5 


3.1 


11.6 


4.6 


1.6 


17.0 


17.2 


2&.3 


21.5 


24.2 


5.7 


4.7 


2.9 


4.6 




22.6 


20.3 


(20.3 


24.6 


9.7 


5.7 


9.4 




4.6 


4.8 



56.6 


62.5 


47.8 


44.6 


50.0 


24.5 


17.2 


20.3 


30.8 


29.0 




3.1 


1.4 


1.5 




3.8 


4.7 


4.3 


1.5 


1.6 


1.9 


1.6 


1.4 




4.8 


3.8 




8.7 


3.1 


3.2 


1.9 


1.6 


2.9 


6.1 


6.4 


3.8 




5.8 


4.6 




3.*8 


9.4 


2.9 


6.1 


3.2 



One Year or More of Full-Tlme V^ork Experience** 



> 

13 2 

Bfforc uiidcrf'.rndii.itp coIIcro 

B«>lw»M'n under Rr.idiiatc collcRe and dental nchool 18.9 



7.8 
26.6 



5.8 
37.7 



9.2 
26.1 



17.7 
25.8 



Background Charactrorlfi tics 



Charactcrifit icr: 



Military ta-rvlco 

I'cacG C<irp!;, VISTA, nr otlu-r firoup 
Handlrappi'd person in family 



15.1 
5.7 



12.5 
3.1 



14.5 
2.9 
11.6 



A Etitudes Toward Treat ing HandicaPi Let LP'UJ -.g'jtB 



15.4 
7.7 



9.7 
8.1 



A't t 1 1 iiilf 

Avoid iv'licn in'««;<iblc 
Tr<>at only wlion roqulred 
Orcattionallv treated 
Afllvdv Houj'.lit exporlcm'09 



6.2 
45.3 
37. 5 
10.9 



53.6 
42.0 
2.9 



36.9 
61.5 
1.5 



4.8 
48.4 
40.3 

4.8 



* Tlilfi qucnllon allowed for multiple reoponse, total pereentaRcs will be^ 
t'.rcater than 100%. 

**B<H*n»iflP these were asked ao separate question!?, percentaRos will not equal 100/,. 
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TABLE 7-2 



Percentage of Students from School Two Reporting 
Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation* 



Type of Activity 

Self-employed professional practice 
Professional par tnership 
Employed professional practice 
Full-time residency or graduate training 
Research and/or teaching 
Military service 
Other activities 



Years 


19 7A 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 


9.7 


23.3 


24.5 


30.1 


28.6 


21.0 


25.6 


.21. 4 


19.3 


8.3 


38.7 


24.4 


16.3 


29.0 


32. 1( 


24.2 


18.6 


20.4 


19.3 


17-9 




3.5 


5.1 


3.2 


2.4( 




2.3 


6.1 


2.1 


5.9 


8.1 


10.5 


10.2 


5.4 


3.6 



Various Undergraduate Majors 



Predentistry or premedicine ^ 

Other biological sciences 

English 

Mathematics 

Physical science 

Engineering 

Psychology, sociology, or social work 
Otht»r social sciences 
Other majors 



30.6 


30.2 


•21.4 


9.7 


13.1 


40.3 


41.9 


42.9 


57.0 


51.2 




~ * 


2.0 


1.1 






1.2 


1.0 


1.1 


2.4 


3.2 


4.^" 


3.1 


8.6 


10.7 


1.6 


3.5 


6.1 


4.3 


2.4 


14.5 


7.0 


7.1 


4.3 


5.9 


3.2 


4.6 


3.1 


2.1 


4.8 


6.4 


4.6 


11.2 


, 7.5 


4.8 



"One Year or More of Full-Time V-Jork ExperighcG* * 



Beforo undorRr'aduato cbllcgo_ 

Betwcon iindprRrJiiduatP colloRc and dental Rchool 



4.8 
9.7 



16.3 
22.1 



22.4 
34.7 



14. Q 
24.7 



8.3 
39.3 



Baeksround Charactcrin tico 



ChnractcrifUicH 



Military r.vTvlc.v 

Vv.ira Corp;:, VIf5TA, (^r other Rroiip 
Handicapped pornon in family 



4.8 
1.6 
9.7 



8.1 
1.2 
3.5 



10.2 
11.2 



7.5 
1.1 
14.0 



3.6 
9.S 



Attitudes Toward Treat inf, Handi ca pped Pat icnta 



Attitude 

Avoid wlwn po'iKible 
Treat unlv when required 
Occaf! lona 1 Iv treated 
Actively Hoiif'.ht experiencen 



9.3 
36.0 
45.3 

8.1 



2.0 
51.0 
36.7 

9.2 



1.1 
38.7 
49.5 

9.7 



33.3 
5^.4 
9.5 



/ 

ERIC 



This qnentlon alhwe^j "for multiple renponne, total percontaRGG will be 
f-reater than 100%. 

**Beo.au9e theoe were aoked ao oeparate queotions, pereentiigea will not equal 100%. 
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UmLE 7-3 



Percentage of Students from School Three Reporting 
Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation* 



T ype of Activity 



s6lf-employed professional practice 
Professional partnership 

Employed prof essional^ac tice ^ 
Full-time residency or graduate training 
Research and/or teaching 
Military seVvice 
Other activities ^ • 

Various Undergraduate Majors 



20.0 
31. A 
11.4 
17.1 
2.9 
14. 3 
8.6 



Years 



19 7A 1975 1976*** 1977* ** 1978^ ** 



24.3 
8.1 
32.4 
13.5 

18.9 
8.1 



Predentlstry or premedlcine 

Other hlol()gi,cal sciences 

English 

Mathematics 

rhvsl(NU science . 

i;ngine(»rlng 

Pfivrht>l(>gv , sociology , or social wojck 
Other social sciences 
Other majors 



51. A 


-51.3 


25.7 


32. A 




2.7 


2.9 


2.7 


2.9 


18.8 


5.7 








8.6 





Tifii(» Period 



Before nnd(*rgr^ulu.U e ( ollegc* ; * 

Heiwi^en undergraduate college and dental school 



10.8 
32.4 



I^icju'^r ound Ch ar a c t e r 1 s t i c n 



C!hara{'ter ir^ tics 



Militarv 'Service 

Peace Ct^rps, VISTA, or other gro%p 
Handfrapp(»d person in family 



2.4> 16.2 



8.1 



A t J ijMHIL lL^y-\rjLIJL^!il^-^"R Handicapped j^uli^nto. 

0* 



Att 1 tude 



Av<jid,v;lj^n pcvjsible 
Tr(Mt onlv v;hen required 
Oec a^iional Iv t reated 
Artivelv sought eKperlencen 



27.0 
21.6 
40. S 
2.7 



^ -IM'. qiif'Ulon n]).owo(i for multiplo rooponne, total percpntaRcn will bo 

ttr^at'cr th.m 100%. » ^ oi inn?' 

**B,.cauni« thonc wore ankcd an ooparate qucntfonn, pcrccntnRon will not equal lOU/.. 

O v**Data .not available for thio year 
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TABLE 7-4 
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Percentage of Students from School Four Reporting j 
^ Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation* 

^ Years 



Type of Activity 


1974 


1975 


1976 


1977***1978 

% 


Self-employed professional practice 


8.7 


13.2 


29.5 


24.6 


Professional partnership 


13.0 


13.2 


17.0 


17.2 


EmpToyed pr^etssional practice^ 


21.7 


15.1 


10.7 


11.5 


Full-time tesidency or graduate training 


, , 17.4 


23.6 


* 18.7 


24.6 


Research and/or teaching" 








0.8 


Military service ^' 


43.5 


31.1 


■25.9 


19.7 


Other activities 


8.7 


6.6 


1.8 


2.5 



Various Undergraduate Maj ors 



Majors 



Predentistry of premedicine 
Other biological sciences 
English . , 

Mathematics , 
Physical science 
Engineering 

Psychology, sociology, or social work 
Other social sciences • ^ 

Other majors ^ 



21.7 


27.4 


33.9 


17.2 


39.1 


40.6 


35.7^ 


45.1 


4.3 




0.9 


,1.6 




1.9 


3.6 


0.8 


4. '3, 


,2.8 


1.8 


1.6 




4.7 


5.4 


4.9 


13.0 


12.3 


8.9 


9.8 




A. 8 




4.1 


8.7 


6.6 


9.8 


8.2 



One Year or More of Full-Tlme Work Experience** 



■"^ime Period 



Before undergraduate college 

Between undergraduate college and dental school 21.7 



7.5 
20.7 



18.7 
25.0 



Background Characteristics 



Characteristics 



Military service 

Peace Corps ,■ VISTA, or other group 
Handicapped, person in family 



■ 4.3 
13.0 



13.2 
7.5 



14.3 
8.0 



Attitudes Toward tVeating Handicapped Patients 



Attitude' 



Avoid wlicn pcissiblc p 
Treat only when required 
Occasionally Xreated 
Actively sought expeciencjtes 



73.6 
17.0 
9.4 



0.9 

52.7 

40.2 

5.^4 
* * 



* This question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will be 

greater than 100%. 
**Because these were as,ked as separ 
***Data not available for this year. 



13.1 
35.2 



12.3 
9.8 



44.3 
44.3 
9.8 



greater than 100%. 

**Because these were as.ked as separate questions, percentages will not equal 100%. 
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Fewer. School 05 students^ expected to enter full-time res'idency or graduate 
training in comparison with the total group, and a consistently larger per- 
centage in each year expected to enter employed professional practice. School 
05 students were also well^above the total group in the percentage reporting 
that they treated handicapped patients only when required to. However, almost 
none said they avoided such patients. ^ 

School 06 was represented in 1974 through 1977 only, In 1975, the per- 
centage who reported they avoided treating handicapped people was considerably 
higher than for the- total group, although this declined substantially by 1977. 
The percentage who did not answer this question at all was also substantially 
higher than that for the total group, particularly in ^976 and 1977. 

A greater proportion of School 07 students expect to enter solo practice 
than was true for the total group. A substantially higher percentage had 
predentistry^or premedicine undergraduate majors. The percentage saying they 
avoided treating handicapped patients was also higher than for the total group, 
but did show a decline between'1975 and 1978. 

School 08 had a considerably larger percentage of students who expected to 

' enter full-time residency or graduate training than the total group did and a 

' A 
considerably smaller number expecting to enter practice, either solo or in 

partnership. ^ 

Otfly one student said he avoided treating handicapped patients, bu^ there 
were also a somewhat smaller percentage who said they treated more such patients 
than the course requirements necessitated. In 1978, about a fourth of the 
students did not answer the question 'on treatment of handicapped patients. 

Data were available, for School 09 only in 1976, 1977 , and 1978. Here ■. 
again, an unusually small percentage of students expect^edjto enter private • 
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TABLE 






o. 




00 


Percentage of Students from 


School Five Reporting 




' «• 


Different Expected Professional 


Ac tivi ties 


After Graduation* 










Years 




: 


Type of Activity 


1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 


Self-employed professional practice 


30.3 


26 ..4- 


28.8 


29.6 


25.2 


Professional partnership 


19.1 


20.8 


22.9 ' 


26.5 


* 20.0 


Employed professional practice 


20.2 


21.6 


24.6 


20.4 


. 25,2 ^ 


Full-time residency or graduate training 


4.5 


13.6 


4.2 


17.3 


13.0 


Research and/or teaching 


10.1 


8.0 


1.7 


4.1 


6.1 


Military service 


16.8 


'11.2 


10.2 


» 7.1 


11 v3 


Other activities * 


9.0 


9.6 


10.2 


3.1 


5.2 ^ . 



Various Undergraduate Mailers 



Majors 

Predentistry or premedicine 
Other biological sciences 
English 
Mathematics 

Physical science ^ 
Engineering 

Psychology, sociology, ox social work 
Other social sciences 
Other majors 



40.4 


36.8 


44.1 


37.8 


29,6 


33.7 


34.4 


24.6 


34.7 


29.6 


3.4 


0.8 


0.8 


1.0 


3.5 


2.2 


3J2 


0.8 


2.0 


0.9 


1.1 


1.6 


2.5 


3.1 


2.6 




4.0 


:^.4 


4.1 


6.1 


7.9 


6.4 


7^6 „ 


4.1 


3.5 


3.4 


4.0 


2.5 


4.1 


2.6 


7.9 


5.6„ 


9.3 


7.1 


14.8 



One Year oi; More of Full-Tima Vfork Experience* * 



/o; 



Time Period 



Before undergraduate college 10.1 
Between undergraduate college and dentalj school 15.7 



11.2 
19.2 



16, 

22, 



19.4 
22.4 



13.9 
21.7. 



Background Characteristics 



Character is tics 
Military service 

Peace Corps, VISTA, or other group 
Handicapped person in family 



7.9 6.4 15.2 10.2 7.8 

1.6 1.7 
5.6 10.4 9.3' 12.2 6.1 



Attitudes Toward Treating Handicapped Patients 



Attitude 



Avoid when possible 
Treat only when required 
Occasionally treated 
Actively sought experiences 



0.8 - 

62.4 57.6 70.4 . 58.3 

23.2 34.7 24.5 33.0 

6.4 6.8 5.1 5.2 



ERIC 



* This question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will" be 
greater than 100%. 

**Because these were asked as separate questions, percentages will not equal 100%. 
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TABLE 7-6 

Per9entage 'of Students from School Six Reporting 





---- - 
t ■ 


— " 


Years 




Type of ^Activity * ' 


\; — 

1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


Self-empldyed professional practice 


38.4 


24.8 


30.8 


41.7 


Professional partnership 


I2O.5 


30.1 


40.0 


41.7 


Employed professional practice 


12.3 


13.3 


12.3 


4.7 


Full- time residency or graduate training 


9.6 


IK 5 


11.5 


7.1 


Research and /or teaching 


^ 2.7 » 


0.9 


1.5 




Military service ' ^ 


21,9 


14.2 


6.1 


7.0 


Other activities 


6.-8 


4.4 


4.6 




Various Undergraduate' Mai ors 








Majors 










Predentistry or premedicine 


52.0 


30 . 1 - 


33.1 


19.0 


Other biological sciences 


20.5 


31.0 


31.5 


JD . / 


English 


1.4 




1.5 




Mathematics 


8.2 


1.8 


2.3 


3.6 


Physical science 


2.7 


5.3 


2.3 


6.0 


Engineering 


1.4 


2.6 


1.5 


" 2.4 


Psychology, sociology, or social work 


2.7 


7.1 


8.5 


1A.3 


Other social sciences 


1.4 


1.8 


4.6 


4.8 


Other majors 


6.8 


8.8 


12.3 


8.3 



1978*** 



One Year or More of Full-Time Work Experience* * 

Time Period. 

J r 

Before undergraduate college t'- 6 8.8 17.7 13.1 

Between undergraduate college and dental school 17.8 20.3 29.2 30.9 

Background Characteris tics 

, Characteris tics 

Military service 6.8 9.7 10. 0 20.2 ^ 

Peace Corps, VISTA, or other group - " 0.8 2.4 

iHandicapped person in family 8.2 6.2 10.8 10.7 

Attitudes Toward Treating Handicapped Patients 

Attitude 

Avoid when possible 11.5 6.1 1.2 

Treat only when required 56.6 37.7 41.7 

Occasionally treated 12.4 10.0 14%3 

Actively sought experiences 2.6 13.8 8.3 

* This question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will be 
greater than 100%. 

**Becau8e these were asked as separate questions," percentages will not equal 100%. 
**'VNo data available for this year. 
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TABLE 7-7 



Percentage of Students from School Seven Reporting 
Different Expected Prof^esslonal Activities After Graduation* 



Type of Activity 

Self-employed professional practice 
Professional partnership 
Employed professional practice 
Full-time residency or graduate training 
Research and /or teaching 
Military service 
Other activities 



Years 


1974 


1975 


*1976 


1977 


1978 


33.3 


42.5 


45.3- 


39.5 


56.1 


27.8 


12.8 


11.3 


15.8 


14.6 


11.1 


12.8 


3.8 


7.9 


4.9 


9.3 


8.5 


9.4 


15.8 


12.2 








■2.6 




20.4 


17.0 


30.2 


13.2 


14.6 




4.3 


1.9 


2.6 


2.4 



Various Undergraduate Majors 



Majors 



Predentistry or promedicine ^ « 

Other biological sciences 

English 

Mathematics • 
Physical science 
Engineering 

Psychology, sociology, or social work 
Other social sciences 
Other majors 



7.2.2 


44.7 


52.8 


34.2 


41.5 


20.4 


27.. 7 


28.3 . 


28.9 


31.7 




2.1 




2.6 






4.3 


3.8 


2.6 




1.8 


2.1" 


5.7 


2.6 


4.9 






3.8 


5.3 


4.9 


1.8 






2.6 


. 2.4 


3.7 












12.8 


5.7 


7.9 


12.2 



One Year or More of Full-Time Work Experience* * 



Timt- Period 



Before undergraduate college 9.3. 8.5 17.0 13.2 7.'3 

fietx-^een undergraduate college and dental school 19.1 28.3 23.7 29,3 



Background Characteristics 



Characteristics 



Military Hervice 

Peace Corps, VISTA, of other group 
Handicapped person in family 



5.6 
1.8 



12.8 
6.4 



24.5 
7.5 



10.5 
18.4 



17.1 
2.4 



Attitudes Toward Treating Handicapped Patients 



Attitude 



8.5 


1.9 


1^.3 


2.4 


36.2 


66.0 


44.7 


48.8 


40.4 


30. ,2 


34.2 


41.5 


4.3 


1.9 


10.5 


4.9 



Avoid when possible 
Treat only ^^rhen required 
Occaj^ional ly treated 
Actively sought experiences 

*• This question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will be 
greater than 100%. 

**Because these were asked as separate questions, percentages will not equal 100%, 
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TABLE 7-8 



Percentage of Students from School Eight Reporting 
Different Expected Professional Activities After Grad uations- 



Type of Activity 

• 

Self-employed professional practice 
Professional partnership 
Employed professional practice 
Full-time residency or graduate training 
Research and/or teaching 
Military service 
Other activities 



Years 


1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 


5.9 




2.6 


13.3 




11.8 


9?7 


2.6 


4.4 


15.8 


23.5 


3.2 


12.8 


13.3 


18.4 


38.2 


48.4 


74.4 


53.3 


42.1 




6.4 




2.2 


2.6 


11.8 


16.1 


5.1 


13.3 


5.3 


8.8 


12.9 


5.1 




2.6 



Various Undergraduate Majors 



' ( 



Majors 

Predentistry or promedicine 

Other biological sciences 

English 

Mathematics 

Physical science 

Engineering 

Psychology, sociology, or social work 
Other social sciences 
Other majors f 



41.2 


45.2 


35.9 


33.3 


28.9 


29.4 


22.6 


25.6 


28.9 


18.4 




6.4 




6.7 


2.6 








2.2 




8.8 




12.8 


2.2 


7.9 


2.9 


3.2 


7.7 


6.7 


5.3 


14.7 ' 


6.4 


10.3 


11.1 


7.9 


2.9 


6.4 


7.7 


6.7 





One Year or More of Full-Tlme Work Experience** 



Time Period 



Before undergraduate college 11-8 12.9 7.7 15.6 - 

Beti'/een undergraduate college and dental school 20.6 19.3 lj.4 ,J8.y io.'* 



Background CharacteristicQ 



Characteristics 



Military service 

Peace Corps, VISTA,. or other group 
Handicapped person in family 



Attitude 



5.9 6.4 2.6 
5.9 3.2 5.1 

Attitudes Toward Treating Handicapped PatlentB 




58.1 53. 8 
16.1 35.9 
22.6 7.7 



57.8 
40.0 
2.2 



7.9 



2.6 
44.7 
13.8 
13.2 



.Avoid ^^rhen possible 
Treat only when required 
Occasionally treated 
Actively sought experienceo 
f 

* This question allowed for multiple response, total pereentages will be 

greater than 100%. .11 i mnv 

**BGcau0e these were asked ao separate questions, percentages will not equal lOU/. 
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TABLE 7-9 



1976 


1977 


1978 


12.0 


12.4 


16.0 


9.8 


16.5 


11.2 


15.0 


23.1 


21.3 


34.6 


43.8 


47.9 


3.0 


1.6 


3.5 


28.6 


6.6 


4.1 


3.0 


2.5 


1.2 



Percentage of Students from School Nine Reporting 
Different Expected Professional Activities After Graduation* 

Years 

Type of Activity 1974* ** 1975* ^ 

Self-employed professional practice 
Professional partnership 
Employed professional practice 
Full-time residency or graduate training 
Research and/or teaching 
Military service. 

Other activities . V^""^ 

"Various Undergraduate Majors 



Predentistry or promedicine 
Other biological sciences 
English 
Mathematics 
Physical science 
Engineering 

Psychology, sociology, or social work 
Other social sciences 
Other majors 

One Year or More of Full-Time Work Experience* * 

Time Period 

Before undergraduate college 15.0 10.7 10.6 

Between undergraduate college and dental school S^./ JU.o 

Back^XQund Characteristics 

Char aj! tje rlji^t 

1 6.0 3.3 4.1 

Military r>orvlce ^ q ^ 

Poare Corp«, VISTA, or other group J " ^ 

Handicapped person in family ^^'^ 

Attitudes Toward Tre ating Handicapped Patients 

Attitude 



33.8 


39.7 


31.4 


24.8 


25.6 


36.1 






0.6 


2.3 


3.3 


2.4 


4.5 


3.3 


3.0 


3^8 


4.1 


3.0 


9.0 


9.1 


8.3 


4.5 


4.1 


5.3 


7.5 


5.0 


5.9 



2.5 0.6 
59.8 



Avoid v.;lu>n possible V " ' ^^'.j ^^^^^ 

Trc.at only when required 26.3 28.9 32.5 

Occanlonally treated. lA 3 7 4 5 9 

Actively sought eKperienceo lA.J . 

* This question allowed for multiple response, total percentages will be 
greater than 100%. 

**Because these were asked as separate questions, percentages will not equal 100%. 
***Data not available for this year. ' 
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practice, solo or partnership, but a somewhat larger percentage expected to go 
into employed prpfessfonal pra<;4:ice. The largest percentage of students said 
they expected to go into full-time residency or graduate training. The per- 
centage reporting they treated handicapped patients only when required to was a 
little higher than for the total group. 

The percentage of School 10 students who expected to enter self-employed 
professional practice rose from 20 percent in 197A to 59 percent in 1978, while 
other categories declined concomitantly. An unusually high percentage reported 
full-time work experience between undergraduate college* and dental school. 

A somewhat higher percentage of School 10 students reported treating more 
handicapped patients tjian required than did the total group. 

Proportionately more School 11 students expected to enter solo practice 
than was true for the total group. Thirty-five percent in 197^ expected to 
enter military service, but this declined to seven percent in 1978. In each 
of the four years, half or more of the students said they treated handicapped 
patients beyond the number required by the course. 

National Board Examinations 

Through the cooperation of the American Dental Association, some test items 

f 

on dental care for the handicapped from the knowledge tests developed for this 
project were included in the December National Board Examinations in 1975, 
1976, and 1978. Seventeen such items were included in 1975, eleven in 1976, 
and six in 1978. Table 8 shows the mean pass rate on these items for students 
from the funded schools and for all others. 

« 

It can be seen that the students from the »funded schools did better than 
the others in all three years. The difference between the^students from the 
funded schools and the others increased from year to year. Although the items 
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TABLE 7-10 ^ 

Percentage of Students from School Ten Reporting 
Different Expected Professional ActlvltieB After Graduation* 









Years 






Type of Activity 


1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 


Self-employed professional practice 


20.0 


30.7 


35.7 


39.2 


58.7 


Professional partnership 


20.0 


14. 8 


10.0 


20.3 


9.3 


Employed professional practice 


10.0 


11.9 


11.4 


6.8 


2.7 


Full-time residency or graducpte training 


25.0 


8.9 


11.4 


13.5 


9.3 


Research and/or teaching 


5.0 


1.0 


1-4 


1.3 




Military service 


10.0 


23.8 


22.9 


12.2 


12.0 


Other activities 


15.0 


12.9 


7.1 


6.8 


8.0 



52.5 


42.6 


44.9 


39.2 


46.7 


27.5 


32^7 


35.7 


24.3 


■ 32.0 






1.4 






2.5 


1.0 




4.0 


1.3 




2.0 


1.4 


2.7 


1.3 


2.5 


2.0 


2.9 


1.3 


5.3 


5.0 


4.0 


5.7 


5.4 


1.3 




2.0 


1.4 


1.3 




10.0 


11.9 


4.3 


13.5 


9.3 
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Various Under g raduate Ma 1 org 

M<ii()ra 

PredentlBtry or premediclne 
Other biological sciences 
English 
Mathematics 
Physical science 
Engineering 

Pfivchology ^ sociology, or social work 
(ithrr social sciencos i 
0th t»r majors 

One Yea r or More of FuU-Time VJork Experience* * 

Betdre undergraduate college 15.0 16;8 15-7 IA.9 1^.0 

Betw^'on iindorgraduate rollog*^ and dental school ^^.0 33.7 24.3 37.8 40.0 

Ba ckgrotxnd Characteristics 

Charar ter i sit ics 

Millt.irv uvivici^ ^>.0 12,,9 21.4 8.1 6.7 

PtMrG Corpr;,' VISTA, i^r other group ' - «. 1.3 

Handicapped perfjon in family 5.0 6.9 5.7 10.8 17.3 

Attitudes Tov/ard Treating Handicapped Pat i en t s 

At t i tude 

Avoid when pofssible 
Treat onlv when required 
Oncafrional Iv treated 
A^: Lively fiinight ejcperiencen 

Thin quentlon allowed for multiple reoponGC, total perccntageo will be 
'r,Y 'atei* than 100%. » 
'^^"^Becauoe thetJe were aaked aa separate questions, percentageo will not equal 100%. 
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4.0 


4.3 


1.3 




44.5 


58.6 


39.2 


46.7 


4'5.5 


31.4 


52.7 


49.3 


2.0 


4.3 


5.4 


4.0 



TABLE 7-11 

Percentage of Students from School Eleven Reporting 
Different Expected Prof e^^slonal Activities After Graduation* 



T ype of Activity ^ 

< «. 

Self-employed professional practice 

Professional partnership 

Employed professional practice 

Full-time residency or graduate training 

Research and /or teaching 

Military service ' 

Other activities 



Years 


1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 


33.3 


45.7 


32.9 . 


48.6 


38.9 


25.4 


11.1 


9.1 


11.1 


16; 7 


4.8 


8.6 


7.9 


12.5 


14.4 


7.9 


9.9 


20.4 


12.5 


14.4 


3.2 


1.2 


. 1.1 




3.3 


34.9 


3'3.5 


21.6 


18.1 


6.7 


6.3 


2.5 


5.7 


• 5.6 


4.4 



Various Un d ergraduate Majors 



Mtijorj 



Prvdenti^Ury or prrm(»dicine 

Other biological sciences • 

Engl ish 

Mathtmatics 

Physical science 

Engl muring 

Pfivcholtigv , sociology, or social v/ork 
()thi*r scoria 1 sciences 
Other majors 



42.9 


32.1 


22.7" 


22.2 


25.6 


38.1 


38.3 . 


42.0 


45.8 


41.1 










2.2 






1.1 






3/. 2 


3.7 


5.\ 


9.7 


6.7 




2.5 


6.8 


5.6 


3.3 


3.2 


4.9 


6.8 


2.8 


4.4 


6.3 


1.2, 


1.1 


4.2 


1.1 


6.3 


12.3 


4.5 


6.9 


10.0 



Oiu' Year or More of Fiill-Tlmc Work Experience* * 



Time I't'rioil 



15 9 

Before undcrp.r .uliiatc colli'RC 

llctv;. t il iindiTKradiiatt' collcf,*' and dental Bchool 17.5 
^ Bar.k^ ',roiind Charar t:erifl tler> 



19.7 
19.7 



14.8 
22.7 



23.6 
23.6 



23.3 
24.4 



Cl.ai ar t iiit.iOH 



11.1 
12.7 



22.2 
1.2 
6.2 



rJilitary svrvfcc 

Vv.n e CoipK, VISTA, or other j'.roup 
Handlrappt'd person in family 

At tiiilfiSa, T!)vj.i.rd. 1!;PjLt^ "^"^ ^ capped J a?.Li.ggM 



10.2 
2.3 
6.8 



22.2 
2.8 
20.8 



11.1 
8.9 



ERIC 



At 1 1 tude 

Avoid v.?hen pt^snlblo 
Troat fmlv whon required 
(icjauional Iv treated 
Aclivj'lv ,'i(Mi}'ht experience.'} 



2.5 

30.9 
53.6 
9.9 



36.4 
50.0 
11.4 



2.8 
37.5 
50.0 

8.3 



21.1 
65.6 
8.9 



* Thin qiiefJtion allowed for multiple responne, total percentaROS will be 

p.i eater tlian 100%. ' 
**bt'vaiir.e thooe wore aoked an oeparate quentionn, percentaKoo will not equal luu/o. 
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TABLE 8 



Mean Pass Ratea for Items on Care 
of Handicapped In National Board Examinations 



1975 



1976 



1978 



I 

00 

I 



Mean 
Correct 



Students 
from 
ISunded 
Schools 



62-7 



Studehts 
from 
Other 
Schools 



61-4 



Students 
from 
Funded 
Schools 



64,1 



Students 

from 
Other 
Schools 



60.7 



Students ^ Students 

from * from 

Funded Other 

Schools Schools 



74.7 



67/9 



N 



463 



2236 



457 



2126 



468 



2451 



13U 
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have not Been^equated for- di f f icul ty it does appear that the 1978 grad^uates 
from the funded ochoots, who would have had four years in the program, had ^ 
considerably greater knowledge in this area than did those from other schools, 
and probably more than either group had three yearis earlier. ^ 

Discuosion^ and Cpnclusions 

/ /■ 

There were difficulties in obtaining data from some schoolo that had not 

been expected when the project was planned, and for different reasons, some 

schools are not represented in one or more years. This makes any inferences 

* 

,drawn from the data necessarily much more tentative than they would be otherwise. 

Nevertheless, it does seem possible to draw some fairly firm conclusions 
from the available data. 

First, students at the end of the funding period had^ more factual knowledge 
of dentistry for the handicapped *than did students before or in the early part 
of the funding period. 

Second, student exposure to patients vith handi«;ijpping conditions increased 
•subs tant iai ijj^during the funding period. 

Third, there was an increase in student confidence in their ability to 
treat patients with handicapping conditions, and in their willingness to 
attempt such treatment. ^ * 

These measured, effects substantiate the anecdotal evidence gathered during 

the site visits that the program was generally well received by faculty and 

t ^ 

students. - Overall, the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation''o objectives in funding 

o 

a program for training dentists in the care of the txpndieapped appear to have 
been accomplished. 
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SECTION II: FOLLOW-UP OF GRADUATES AFTER TWO YEARS IN PRACTICE 

Procedure^ 



The Foundation's pu||)ooe in initiating .the funding program was to increaoe 
the availability of dental care for the handicapped. Thus, there was consider- 
able interest in find^ing out the extent to which graduates of the funded 
programs were treating patients with handicapping conditions. To obtain this 
information, the 197A, 1976 and 1978 graduatea of the 1-1 funded oehoolo were 
followed-up by mail questionnaires- two years after graduation, in 1976, 1978, 
and 1980 respectively, 1) These funded sclTools were: Coluniraa, New York 
University, University of Alabama, University \l California at Loo Angeles, 
University of Kentucky, University of Maryland, University of Michigan, 
University of Minnesota, University of Nebraska, University of Tennessee, and 
University of Washington, The 1976 and 1978 graduate^s of 10 schools which 
di-d not receive funding were similarly surveyed. 2) These non^-funded schools 
were: Louisiana State Univers ity , New Jersey Dental School, Tufts, University 
of Connecticut, University of Florida, Universit^ of Illinois, University of 
North Carolina, University of Oregon, University of the Pacific and University 
of Southern Califor^iia. The initial mailing's in 1976 and 1978 were accompanied 
by a covering letter signed by tvhe president of the American Fund for Dental 
Health, on the fund's letterhead. In 1980, the covering letter was on American 
Dental Association stationery, and was signed by its president. 

Approximately four week^PJhfter the initial mailing, those who had not 
responded were sent a second eopyj of the questionnaire with a covering letter f 
on Educational Testing Service letterhead signed by one of the project staff. 
In 1980, those who did not respond to the second mailing were called on the 
telephone, if a number could be found, and this was followed by a third mailing.' 

.9^ ^ -8S 
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with these procedures, the response rate was slightly over 70^ercent in 1976. 
In 1978 it was 62 percent for the fupded schools and 55 percent, for the non- 
funded schools. In 19^0, the return rate was 76 percent for the funded schools 
and 73 percent for the non-funded schools.* Copies of the questionnaires uised 
are shown in Appendix A. ^ 

Survey Results 

Table 9 shows the results*' of the three ^^urveys for the funded and non~ 
funded schools separately. For both the fulided and the non^funded schools, 
there is a clear in&nease i«i off ice '^treatment from the earlier to the later 



years. For all but two of the handicapping conditions more of the 1978 
graduates than of the 1974 grad'^uates of "the funded schools reported office 
treatment of such patients. Foi?^3 out of the. 37 conditions, more of the 1978 
graduates than of the 1976 graduates o'f the fi^nded schools reported office 
treatment. Similarly for 30 of the handicapping conditions, more of the 1978 

"a 

graduates than of the 1976 graduates of the non-funded schools reported office 

■ ' ' . 

treatment. ♦ 

I? * . 

In comparing the data from the funded and the notl-funded schools, more 
1976 graduates of funded schools than of non-funded schools reported office 
treatment for 23 handicapping conditions. For the^l978 graduates, however, 
there was a considerable reversal. More graduates of non-funded schools than 
of funded school^s reported office treatment for 20 of the 37 listed handicapping 
cond i t ions . ' j 



TRIG 



*A misunderstanding resulted in the American Dental Association furnishing 
lists of only those 1978 graduates who had joined the association, rather 
than of all graduates, as had been done foV the two prior surveys. 
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In-school exposure to dental care for the handicapped as reported by the 
1976 and 1978 graduates of the non- funded/ schools is quite similar to that 
reported by the 1974 graduates of the funded schools. The 1976 and 1978 
graduates of thei^^fund^ report considerably more exposure, both didactic 

and clinical than did the 1974 graduates. More than 90 ipercent of the 1978 
graduates *of the funded schools had one or more specific courses on handicapped^ 
problems, where only slightly more than half of the 1974 graduates did. 
Similarly more than 70 percent of the 1978 graduates had treated, as a student, ' 
two. or more handicapped patient, compared to 43 percent"^ the 1974 graduates. ^ 

There is a clear difference between the graduates of the funded schools, ^ 
and 'those of thg^lxm- funded schools as to hpw their school experience affected 
their interestjin treating the handicapped. More than half of those **lrom the 
funded schools said they became more interested, compared with only 30 percent 
of those from non- funded schools. However, more than a third of those from 
the non-funded schools said they had already been interested, while only about 
one-fourth of £hose from the funded schools made this response. 




A very small percentage o^^r&duates from both the funded and non-funded 
schools reported that they generally avoided treating handicapped patients, 
while a somewhat larger percentage, in both categories, said that they had 
actively sought out opportunities /to treat handicapped patients. The over- 
whelming majority said that they treated handicapped patients when they 
appeared. 

Several questions were added to the 1978 questionnaire ^t. the suggestion 
of the Foundation and the advisory committee. Very similar responses were made ^ 
by .graduates of both funded and no<i-funded schools. In both categories, 23 
percent said they had made modifications, to their offices for the handicapped. 
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TABLE "9 



0- 



FOLLOW-UP SURVEY RESPONSES FOR GRADUATES OF 
FUNDED AND NON-FUNDED SCHOOLS, BY YEAR 



Percentage of Dentiats who reported treating one or more 
patients with the following conditions in their qffice 

■ft ■ 

Funded Schools Non-Funded Schools 







1974 


1976 


1978 


.19 /o 


1 Q7Q 


1. 


Mental retardation 


55 


63 


62 


5o 


ou 


2. 


Cerebral palsy 


20 


27 


31 


21 


26 


3. 


Blindness 


25 


3'3 


35 


33 


JJ 


4. 


Deafness 


41 


45 


50 


4o 


DZ 


5. 


"Epilepsy 


68 


74 


72 


70 


79 


6. 


Stroke 


42 


51 


50 


/•Q 

Ay 




7. 


Parkinsonism 


24 


29 


30 


30 


J/ 


8. 


Arthritis 


73 


78 


80 1 


73 


82 


9. 


Poliomyelitis 


18 


15 


15 


14 


15 


10. 


Spinal cord iniuries 


16 


18 


22 


17 


19 


11. 


Multiple sclerosis 


17 


15 


26 


14 


LL 


12. 


Muscular dystrophy 


7 


12 


13 


10 


1 o 

^ o 


13. 


Facial trauma from accidents 


58 


62 


61 


59 


62 


14. 


Multiply-handicapped 


22 


27 


29 


19 


26 


15. 


The home-bound patient 


11 


15 


16 


1 o 

lo 


1 / 


16. 


The nursing-home patient 


34 


31 


35 


JO 




17. 


Cleft palate 


32 


„39 


33 


36 


35 


18. 


Other craniofacial anomalies 


10 


14 


13 


13 


14 


19. 


Spina bifida 


3 


6 


A 


3 


4 


20. 


V Thalidomide- induced deformities and 














similar malformations 


2 


2 


3 


2 


2 


21. 


Diabetes and other endocrine 








85 


o o 
oo 




disturbances 


86 


87 


87 


22. 


Hemophilia 


14 


16 


16 


/14 


. 20 


23. 


Cardiopulmonary disease 


76 


77 


79 


72 


81 


24. 


Asthma 


80 


79 


83 


81 


o /. 

o4 


25. 


Atherosclerosis 


49 


52 


a o 
oZ 


A 7 




26. 


Emphysema 


31 




D 1 




58 


27. 


Cystic fibrosis 


4 


4 


7 


4 


8 


28. 


Allergic reactions to drugs used 








60 


69 




in dental treatment 


64 


63 


66 


29. 


Autism 


3 


5 


5 


5 


4 


30. 


Hyperactivity 


48 


51 


47 


49 


48 


31. 


Other behavior problems 


91 


39 


52 


41 


53 


32. 


Leukemia 


11 


14 


17 


16 


20. 


33. 


Other blood dyscrasias 


2°^ 


1-9 


23 


19 


29 


34. 


Brain tumors 


10 


1-3 


15 


.13 


12 


35. 


Sarcomas 


9 


8 


11 


8 


10 


36. 


Squamous cell carcinoma 


17 


19 


18 


17 


18 


37. 


Other neoplasms 


26 


30 


31 


29 


35 




N = 


493 


508 


603 


458 


436 
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TABLE 9 

* (Continued) 

Percentage of Dentists who reported in-school exposure to 
Dental Care for the Handicapped 



Funded Schools 



No n- Funded Schools 



Became more interested in treating 

handicapped 
Became less interested in treating 

handicapped (not 
Was already interested in treating comparable) 

handicapped 
Remained unintelrested in treating 

the handicapped 
Other 





1974 


1976 


1978 


1976 


1976 














none di. axx 


A 
«» 


1 


0 


5 


3 


Some mention in passing 


42 


10 


6 


47 


40 


Perhaps one specific course 


35 


42 


44 


27 


36 


Several specific courses 


19 


46 


49 


l9 


19 


\j±±iiA.K^€i± experience; 












None at all 


19 


4 


3 


26 


21 


Exposed to one or more conditions 












but did not treat 


19 


6 


6 


20 


17 


Treated a handicapped patient 


17 


19 


16 


17 


25 


Treated two or more handicapped 












patients 


43 


70 


74 


34 


33 


Percentage of Dentists 


who repc 


jrt their 


at&itude toward 


* 


treating handicapped in 


relation^ 


'to their 


school 


experience 

















60 


57 


30 


"-3a 


2 


3 


3 


4 


19 


28 




39 


4 


6 


11 


14 


13 


4 


4 


9 



Percentage of Dentists who reported on. their 
efforts to treat the handicapped 



Actively sought out opportunities 
to treat the handicapped 

Treated handicapped patients when 
they appeared 

Generally avoided treating 
Handicapped patients 



7 


11. 


13 


88 


. 83 


84 


3 ■ 


2 


1 



13 
82 
3 



10- 
85 
3 
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TABLE 9 
(Continued) 



Have you made any modifications to your 
office for handicapped? 



Yes 
No 



Funded Schools Non-Funded Schools 
1978 1978 



23 23 
59 58 



5 A 

2 • 3 

2 2 

17 ^ 21 



Modifications: 

Outside entrance J-6 17 

Interior doors 13 1^ 

Bathroom facilities 12 ' l,^ 12 

Provided special equipment 1- i ^ 

Operatory 
X-ray facilities 
Other 

Not in private practice' * ''^ 

What contacts have you had with organizations 
for the handicapped in your practice?. 

None -75 78 

Incidental with one ot more 19 , ' lA 

Close working relations with one , 3 . 

Close working relations- with two or more 2 • * 2 

Have- you joined the Academy of Dentistry \^ 
for, the handicapped? 



Yes 
No 



Have you been a consul^tartt to any group 
representing the handicapped? 



Yes 
No 

Since completing dental schoo^, have you had 
any additional education on dentistry for 
the handicapped? 

Yes 
No 

If yes, did you . • 

Have full time residency or graduate 

enrollment? ' 
Have one or more short course or 
workshep? 



1 . 0 

99 ■ 99 



6- 6 

93 - ■ ■ . 93 



24 ■ 22 

'75 . 77 



15 . "12 
5 , -A 

Do informal reading and study? ,9 ^ 

w 

What consultations have you had with medical 
experts concerning handicapped patients? 

None ^ 

A few consultations about selected 
patients 

^ Frequent consultations about many 
patients 

9^ ' . ■ 133 



23 22 
65 65 
12 12 
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quite a few noting that this was required by the government. About six percent 
from both groups had close working relations with one or more organizations 
for the handicapped. About 20 percent of graduates from funded schools had 
incidental relations with such organizations, and a slightly smaller percentage 
of graduates of non-funded schools had such relations. 

Very few in either group had joined the Academy of Dentistry for the 
Handicapped. A number commented that they hadn't heard of it, bu^ would be 
interested in joining. 

Six percent of both groups had been a consultant to a group representing 
the handicapped. A little more than 20 percent of both groups had had some 
kind of additional' education on dentistry for the handicapped, subsequent to 
completion of dental school. Concerning consultations with medical experts 
about handicapped patients, both grofups gave almost identical patterns. Twelve 
percent reported frequent consultation about many patients, and sixty-five 
percent had had a few consultations. 

Tables giving data for each of th'e funded schools separately are shown in 
Appendix B, Tables B-1 through B-1 1 . 

These survey results show that: handicapping conditions became less of a 
barrier to dental treatment during the period 1976 to 1980. The 1978 graduates 
of the funded schools reported treating more categories- of handicapped patients 
than had the 1974 graduates. However, the 1978 graduates of the non-funded 
schools reported treating as many categories also. It should be noted that the 
response rate for 1978 graduates of non-funded schools was a little lower than 
for graduates of funded schools, and considerably lower for the 1976 graduates. 
It IS quite possible that those who were treating handicapped patients were 

more apt to respond than those that did not, and that this tended to reduce 

\ 
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apparent di|ference8 between the graduates of funded schools and those of 
non-funded ochoolo. However, it appears'that many forces besides the Robert 
Wood Johnson Foundation funding program acted to increase the willingness of 
both groups of graduate's to accept handicapped patients. 

The data also confirm the observation from site visits that the schools 
did indeed increase both didactic and clinical eKpooure to handicapping 
problems. This ts highlighted in Table 10, Of 1974 graduates from funded 
schools, 19 percent reported that they had had several specific courses while 
4 percent had no such course at all. Of 1978 graduates, in contrast, 49 
percent reported having several courses and none said they had not had such 
a course. Of 1978 graduates of non-funded schools, three pe^rcent reported 
no courses on dentistry for the handicapped, and 19 percent reported having 
several courses. 

Concerning clinical experience, 19 percent of 1974 graduates of funded 
schools said they had not treated any handicapped patients, while 43 percent 
reported treating two or more handicapped patients. Of 1978 graduates, only 
three percent reported no clinical experience with handicapped patients, and 
74 percent said they had treated two or more such patients. In comparison, 
21 percent of 1978 graduates, of the non-funded schools reported no clinical 
GKperienee wi-th handicapped patients, while 33 percent had treated two or 



more , 
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Table 11 compares graduates of funded and non-funded schools concerning 
interest in treating the handicapped. More than half of the graduates of the 
funded schools in both 1976 and 1978 said that they had become more interested 
in treating the handicapped. About one quarter in each year said they had 
already been interested. 
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Table 10 



Percent of dentists who reported selected 
in-school exposure to dental care for the 
handicapped by year of graduation 



Gouroe Work 
None at all 



Several opedific 
courses 



1974 
N ° 493 



Funded Scho ols 
1976 
588 



Non-f&nded Schools 



19 



46 



1978 
603 



49 



1976 

458 

5 

19 



1978 

436 

3 
19 



Clinical Experience 



None at all 



Treated 2 or more 



19 

43 70 



4 3 
74 



26 



34 



21 



33 
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Table IX 



Percent of dentists who reported that ijhey became 
'more interested" in treating hand icappe\ and those 
reporting "already interested" for funde\and non- 
funded schools, by year of graduation 



N 



1976 

Became more 
interested 



Already 
interested 



1978 

Became more 
interested 



Already 
interested 



Funded schools 



588 



Non-funded schools 458 



53 



30 



25 



35 



603 



i36 



58 



33 



28 



37 



Hz 
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The graduates of the non-funded schools presented a different picture. 
I 

About a third of the graduates in both 1976 and 1978 said that they became more 
interested, and another third said that they were already interested. 

These differences p^robably reflect the fact that at the funded schools , 

r 

denistry for the handicapped was a highly visible special project. 

Table 12 explores the npmber of different handicapping conditions treated 

in the office by graduates of the funded and non-funded schools. About eight 

. ■ ' ^ \ 

percent of the 1974 graduates from funded schools repdjrted that they had 

'I ' ' 

treated 21 or more different handicapping conditions, Icompared with more than 

thirteen percent of the 1976 and 1978 graduate. About 20 percent of the 1974 

and 1976 graduates of the funded schools reported treating between 16 and 2Q 

conditions, compared with 26.5 percent of the 1978 graduates. Sixteen percent 

of the 1974 graduates from funded schools reported treating five oV fewer 

conditions, compared with about 13 percent of the 1976 and 1978 graduates. 

Graduates of the non-funded schools showed patterns very similar to those 
6f the funded schools for the same year. 

Table 13 shows similar data fi&r treatment in either the office or a 
hospital. Thirty-eight percent of the 1974 graduates of the* funded schools 
reported treating 16 or more different conditions. Tfiis percentage increased 
to 45 percent of the 1976 graduates and over 50 percent of the 1978 graduates. 
Fewer than 10 percent of the graduates in all three years reported treating 5 
^or f(jwer handicapping conditions. 

^ Again, the graduates of the non-funded schools had patterns quite sim^ilar 
Co thooG of the funded ochoolo. 



ERIC 



-95- 143 



6 



TABLE 12 

Number of Different Handicapping Conditions 

Treated in Office by feradqates of 
Funded and Non-Funded Schools, in Per Cent 



' Number of Handicapping 



Funded Schools Non-Funded Schools 



Conditions Tr eated ^ 197A 1976 1978 1976 1978 

N«A9a N"588 N-603 t N-458 N-436 



21 


+ 








13.3 


13.3 


12.5 


15.6 


16 




20 




19.5 


20.4 


26.5 


17.0 


25.0 


11 




15' 




35.7 


30.3 


29.0 


31.7 


3177' 


6 




10 


\ 


20.9 


22.3 


18.9 


22.7 


17.A 


1 




5 




10.3 


7.5 


6.8 


9.8 


4.6 




0 






5.7 


6.3 


5.5 


6.3 


5.7 
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TABLE 13 

Number of Different Handicapping Conditions 
Treated in Office or Hospital by Graduates 
of Funded and Non-Funded SchoolsV^in Per Cent 



Number of Handicapping 
/ Conditions Treated 



Funded Schools 



1974 
N=493 



1976 
N=588 



1978 
N«603 



Non- Funded Schools 



1976 
N=»458 



1978 
N-436 



21 


+ 




r 


16.6 


21.4 


23.1 


21.4 


23.4 


16 




20 




Il.3 


23.5 


28.9 . 


18.6 


25.7 


11 




15 




38.3 


27.9 


26.5 


30.8 


30.3 


6 




10 




16.4 


19.6 


14.9 


21^ 


14.2 


1 




5 




7.1 


5.6 


5.3 


A 7.6 


3.7 




0 






0.2 


2.0 


1.3 


0.7 


2.8 



/ 
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Relationship Between Knowledge TesE* Scores 
'and the Care of Handicapped Patients 

Scot;es on the test of knowledge of dental treatment of the handicapped 

given before graduation were compared with the treatment of the 37 handi- 

capping conditions reported later by graduates. It was, of course, possible 

* 0 

to have multiple responses in reporting treatment of a particular handicap. 

t 

Thus, for example, a dentist with three patients who were mentally retarded 
might have treated one in the office, treated the second in the hospital, and 
referred the third. Since the thrust of , the Foundation's effort -was to make 
regular office treatment available to the handicapped as much as possible, this' 
analysis considers the responses "treat in hospital" and "referred" only if the 
graduate had not marked "treat in office". However, an analysis, not presented 
here, which considred all responses yielded substantially the same picture. 

Table 14 shows the mean test score for each of the treatment responses 
given by the 1974 graduates for the 37 handicapping conditions. It will be 
noted that the mean test scores of those who *x;es ponded , about 101, is slightly 
above the mean score of 100, for all those who took the test) in 1974. This is 
conoiotent with the findings of other studies that the better students are more 
likely to participate in follow-uup studies. 

The most notable feature of tTiis table is the high test scores of those 
who report hospital treatment. For 29 of the 37' handicapping conditions, the 
mean test 8(3pre of those reporting such treatm^nt^ was higher than for any other 
category. Hospital admission privileges ordinarily go to the better students, 
so this finding does not seem surprising. . 

For thirteen of the handicapping conditions, those who reported "office 
treatment" had higher mean scores than those who reported "no contact", while 

the reverse was tr,ue for the other 24 conditions. The differences in most 

/ 

inotanceo were quite small. 
O - -98- • , 
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TABLE 14 



MEAN KNCWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
l97Ck GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMEfH" OF 
PATIENTS VltlH VARIOUS HAKDICAPPINS CCKDITIONS 



.PAT|fMT_HANAnEM|gMt„ 



HAtjTIICAP. 



MENTAL RETARD- 
ATION 



CEREBRAL PALSY 



DLIKDNESS 



DEAFNESS 



EPILEPSY 



- I 

Nl 
ROI^^I 
COL^I 
MEAN I 
S.D.I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 
ROM^I 
COL^I 
MEAN I 
S.O.I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nt 
RGW^I 
COL^I 
MEAN I 
S.O.I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 

COLXl 
MEAN I 
S.D. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 

muy.\ 

COL^I 
MEAN I 
S.D. I 
MINI 
MAX I 



TREATM 

■QEFXgE, 



113 

62.09X 

100.61 

N a.Q\l 

75.S9\t 
122, 2C> T 



25.0OX 

99. £33 
7.23 
79.27 
1V7.33 

^0 
22.e6X 

1.67X 
99. S6 

6.13 

116.10 

65 
3.56X 

ido.Sd 

9.29 
75. D9 
122. 2C» 

135 
77.09JC 
5.70:^ 
100. 3D 
9.11 
75.59 



TREATM I I NO II M 

MQnPtTALjRJFEBPgPJ„CP>>TACT^^ 



I 

11 I 

,6.0^4^1 
4.335il 

10^, m I 

11.21 I 

76.02 I 
117,33.1 
I 

5 I 
2.0fi»Xl 
1.97X1 
101.12 I 
12.98 I 
76. Q2 I 
112.^2 I 
I 

9 I 
5.1^^1 
3.5<»Xl 
106.63 
7.1^* 
9^.00 
117.33 



I 
I 
I 
I 

10 I 
5.^i6Xl 
3.9^^1 



103.21 
11.26 
76.82 

117.33 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

6 I 
3.35X1 
2.36X1 
102.80 
13.66 
76.82 
117.33 



3 

i.65;c 

C».17X 
103.82 

9.06 
92.76 
116.10 

2.27X 
5.B6X 
102.29 
11..50 

116. IQ 

1 

0,57^ 
1.39X 
100. Ij* 

0.0 
100.14 
100. l<i 

1 

li39X 
102.60 

0.0 
102.60 
102.60 



0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



55 
30.22X 
1.43X 
100.99 
9.26 
79.27 
118. S6 

-123 
69.69X 
3.19X 
101.57 
9.33 
79.27 
122.24 

125' 
71.43X 
3.25;^ 
10^.18 
9.11 
79.27 
122.24 

87 
47.54;^ 
2.26X 
100.88 
8.68 
81.73 
118.56 

. 35 
19.55;i 
0.91X 
103.44 
8.71 
8JL.73 
118.56 



Dfx 



18 
100.0 

2.77J: 
100.96 
9.22 
75.59 



176 
100. oox 
2.68:: 

101.06 
9.08 
76.82 



175 

101.10 
&.91 
79.27 
122.24 

183 

100. oo;: 
2.79:j 

100.87 
9.12 
75.59 ' 
122.24 

179 
100. oox 
2.73:< 
101.03 
9.31 
75.59 
122.24 
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TABLE 14- (continued) 



1 



MEAN KNOWLEDtSe TEST SCORES OF 
1974 GRADUATES BY REP01?TEO TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



PATIENT MANAGEMENT 



HANDICAP 



II 

I I STROKE 

11 

II 



II 
II 
11 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 



PARKINSONISM 



ARTHRITIS 



II 

II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 

n 
II 
II 
II 
II 

IL 



POLIOMYELITIS 



SPINAL CORD 
INJURIES 



I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
MEAN I 
S.D.I 
MINI 

Nl 

Row;<l 
col;<I 

MEAN I 
S^D. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 
RDU'/A 

col;<I 

MEANI 
S.D.I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 

rom;<I 
col;<I 

MEAN I 
^.0. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 

ROW/A 

MEARl 
S.D. I 
MINI 
MAX I 

L 



I TREATM I TRE'ATM I I NO II It 

I OFFICE iHOSPITALlftEFERREDl CO NTACTlt TOTAL II 



I 

88 I 
47.83X1 
5.68X1 
101.^1 I 
8«98 
75.59 
118.56 



I 
I 
I 
I 

48 I 
26.82X1 
2.01X1 

101.55 I 
8.74^ I 

79.27 I 

118.56 1 
I 

144 I 
77.84X1 
6.03X1 
100.72 I 
9.02 
75.59 
122.24 



I 

8 1 
4.35X1 
3.15X1 
107.66 I 
7.75 I 
96.46 I 
1;L8.56 



I 

1 I 
0.54X1 
1.39X1 

87.86 I 
0.0 I 

87.86 I 

87.86 



I 
I 
I 
I 

34 I 
19.10X1 

1.42X1 
100.58 I 
8.54 I 
81.73 I 
116.10 I 
I 

35 I 
19.77X1 

1.47X1 
101.79 I 

8.55 
81.73 
ll'8.56 



I 

4 I 
2.23X1 
1.57X1 
104.13 1 
15.99 I 
76.82 I 
117.33 I 
I 

7 I 
3 . 78X I 
2.76X1 
101.90 J 
13.09 I 
76.82 
117.33 



I 
I 
I 

4 I 
2.25X1 
1.57X1 
111.30 I 
3.63 I 
107.*51 I 
117.33 I 
, I 
7 I 
3.95X1 
2.76X1 
106.98 I 
7.21^1 
94.00 I 
117.33 I 



I 
I 

1 I 
0.56X1 
1.39X1 

94.00 I 
Q.O I 

94.00 I 

94.00 



I 
1 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



67 II 
47% 28X1 I 
2.26X1 I 
100.61 II 
8 . 98 I I 
79.27 II 
122«24 I I 
LI 

126 II 
70-39X1 I 
3.27X1 I 
100.88 I I 
8.86 I I 
79.27 
122,24 



XI 
I 
I 
I 
I 

. I 
0 I 

0.0 Xl 

0.0 XI 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 



0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



II 
II 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

0 I 

XI 
XI 



II 
II 
II 

34 II 
18.38X1 I 
0.88X1 I 
102.81 II 
8.91 II 
81.73 I I 
118.56 I I 
II 

140 I I 
78.65X1 I 
3.64X1 I 
101.04 I I 
8.90 
79.27 
122. 24 



II 
II 
II 
II 

135 II 
76.27X1 I 
3.51X1 I 
100.62 II 
8.85 I I 
79.27 I I 
122,24 I I 



II 

184 I I 
lOO.OOXl I 

2.80X1 I 

101.23 II 
9.07 II 

75.59 I I 
122.24 

179 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
2.73X1 I 

101.10 II 
9.06 II 

76.82 II 

122.24 II 
II 

185 II 
lOO.OOXl I 

2.82X1 I 
101.15 II 
9.22 
75.59 II 
122.24 II 
II 

178 I I 
lOO.OOXl I 
2.71X1 I 
-101.20 II 
8.90 I I 
79.27 II 
122.24 I I 
II 

177 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
2.70X1 I 

101.11 I I 
8.83 II 

79.27 ,11 
122.24 I I 
LI 



II 
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TABLE 14 (continued) 



MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
197^ GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



>ATIENT MANAGEMENT 



HANDICAP 


1 

L 


TREATM 
OFFICE 


TREATM 1 
HOSPITALl 


referred! 


NO • 1 
CONTACT 1 


1 . II 
f TOTAL 1 1 


II ^ 

1 1 MULTIPLE 


Nl 




32 




10 i 




0 i 


135 1 


1 177 1 1 


1 1 SCLEROSIS 


ROWXl 


16. 


06X 


5. 


65X1 


0 


.0 xl 


76.27X1 


1 100 


.00X1 1 


<^l 1 


COLXl 


.1. 


^WA 


3, 


94X1 


0 


.0 xi 


3.51X1 


1 2 


.70X1 1 


1 1 


MEANI 


100. 


60 


107, 


39 1 


0 


.0 1 


100.94 1 


1 101 


.24 1 1 


1 1 


S.D. 1 


9. 


27 


6. 


76 1 


0 


.0 1 


8.77 1 


1 6 


.69 1 1 


1 1 


MINI 


79. 


27 


96, 


91 1 


0 


.0 1 


79.27 1 


1 79 


.27 1 1 


1 1 

1 1 MUSCUtAR. 


MAXI 


116. 


10 i 


116, 


5^ 1 


0 


.0 1 


122.24 1 


1 122 


.24 1 1 


Nl 




12 




7 1 




0 1 


157 1 


1 - 176 1 1 


11 DYSTROPHY 


ROW/^ 1 • 


6. 


62X 


3, 


96X1 


0 


.0 xi 


69.20X1 


1 100 


.00X1 1 




COL/^I 


0. 


50X 


2. 


76X1 


0 


.0 xi 


4.06X1 


1 2 


.66X1 1 


1 1 


MEAN 1 


97. 


43 


107, 


51 1 


0 


• 0 i 


101.21 j 


1 101 


.20 1 1 


1 1 


S.D. j 


7. 


6i 


6. 


05 1 


0 


.0 1 


8.94 1 


1 6 


.90 1 t 


1 1 


MINI 


85. 


41 1 


98, 


91 1 


0 


.0 1 


79.27 1 


1 79 


.27 IJ 


[1 


MAXi 


111. 


19 


117. 


33 1 


0 


.0 j 


122.24 1 


1 122 


.24 II 


1 1 FACIAL TRAUMA 


Nl 


123 1 




10 1 




3 1 


46 1 


1 162 1 1 


1 1 FROM ACCIDENTS 


ROW;<| 


67. 


S6/i 


5. 


49X| 


1 


.65xi 


25.27X1 


1 100 


.00X1 1 


1 1 


COLXl 


5. 


\sy. 


3. 


9^X1 


4 


.l/7xi 


1.19X1 


1 2 


.77X1 1 


1 1 


MEANi 


101. 


36 1 


101. 


00 1 


103 


/42 'i 


99".67 1 


1 101 


.00 It 


1 1 


S.D. 1 


6. 


95 1 


9. 


57 1 


8 


.64 1 


9.65 1 


1 9 


.19 1 j 


1 1 


MINI 


75. 


59 1 


76. 


62 1 


94 


.00 1 


^81.73 1 


1 75 


.59 1 1 


II 


MAXi 


116. 


56 1 


112. 


42 1 


114 


.87 1 


122.24 1 


1 122 


.24 1 t 


1 1 MULTIPLY- 


N| 




44 1 




6 1 




2 1 


120 1 


1 ' 174 1 1 


1 1 HANDICAPPED 
II • 




£5. 


29X1 


4. 


60X1 


1 


.15X1 


66.97X1 


1 100 


.00X1 1 


col;^| 


1. 


64X1 


5. 


15X1 


2 


76X1 


3.12X1 


1 2 


.65X1 1 




MEANI 


101. 


37 1 


102. 


90 1 


100 


.76 1 


100.71 1 


1 100 


.96 It 




S.D. 1 


6. 


23 1 


5. 


65 1 


15 


.35 1 


9.14 1 


1 6 


.69 1 t 




MINI 


67* 


66 1 


94. 


00 1 


65 


.41 1 


79.27 1 


1 7St 


.27 t 1 




MAXL 


122. 


24 1 


112. 


42 1 


116 


.10 1 


118.56 1 


1 122 


»24 1 1 


1 1 THE HOME-BOUND 


Nl 




21 1 




6 1 




0 1 


147 1 


1 174 11 


1 1 PATIENT ^ 


ROW^^I 


12. 


07X1 


3. 


45X1 


0 


.0 xl 


84.46X1 


1 100 


.00X1 1 


1 1 J- 


, col;<I 


0. 


66X1 


2. 


36X1 


0 


0 xl 


3.62X1 


1 V 2 


.65X1 t 




MEANi 


100. 


64 1 


103. 


42 1 


0 


0 1 


101.0^ 1 


1 101 


.14 t t 




S.D. 1 


9. 


03 1 


hu 


93 1 


0 


0 1 


9.03 1 


1 8 


.96 It 




MINI 


79. 


27 1 


94. 


00 1 


0 


0 j 


79.27 1 


1 79 


.27 1 t 




MAXr 


116. 


10 1 


112. 


42 1 


0 


0 1 


122.24 1 


1 122 


.24 1 1 



0 
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TABLE 14(continued) 



MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
197^ GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



PATIENT MANAGEMENT 



HANDICAP 



\\ THE NURSING-HOME 

I I PATIENT 
II 

II 
II 
II 
II 
II 

I \ CLEFT PALATE 

II tAND CLEFT LIP) 



IT 
II 
II 
II 
II 

II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 



OTHER CRANIOFA- 
CIAL ANOMALIES 



SPINA BIFIDA 



II 
II 
II 
II 
II 



THALIDOMIDE 



M 
II 
II 
II 
II 



I 

Nl 
ROW^I 
CDL^I 
MEAN I 
S.D. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 
ROW^I 
COL^I 

mean! 

S.D.I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 

ROw;<| 
col;<I 
meanI 

S.D. I 
MINI 

max I 

I 

Nl 

ROw:d 

COL'/A 
MEAN I 
S.D. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 
ROW/^I 

col;<| 

MEAN I 
S.D. I 
MINI 
MAX I 

J_ 



I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I I I I 

1 OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERREDI CON TACtII TOTAL II 



I 

69 I 
37.91^1 
2.89^1 
101.19 I 
8.69 I 
* 75.59 I 
116.10 I 



I 

17 I 
9.3^^1 
6.69^1 
100.65 I 
9.21 I 
76.82 I 108 
116.10 I 108 



I 

61 I 
33.70;<l 
2.55;<l 
lOOt.08 I 
9!^3 I 
75.59 I 
122.24 I 



I 

6 I 
3.31^1 
2.36;<| 
102,60 I 
13.09 I 
76.82 I 



I 

21 I 

0.88^^1 
99.03^*1 
8.22 I 
87.86 I 
117.33 I 
I 

6 I 
3.43X1 
0.25X1 
101.57 I 
6.92 I 
86.64 I 
107.51 I 



9 I 
5.20X1 
3.54X1 
102.05 I 
9.79 I 
76.82 I 
112.42 



0 
1 

108 
0 



117.33 I 

r 



3 
8 

94 
7 

85 
109 



I 

6 I 
3.43X1 
2.36X1 
106.08 I 
7.21 I 
94.00 I 
113.65 I 



4 
11 
98 
7 
87 
I 111 



0 

0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 



I 

5 I 
2.87X1 
0.21X1 
105.79 I 
6.09 I 
97.69 I 
114.87 I 
L 



I 



i 

1 I 

,55X1 
.39X1 
,74 I 
.0 I 
.74 I 
.74 I 
I 

6 I 
.31X1 
.33X1 
.82 I 
.98 I 
.41 I 
.96 I 
I 

8 I 
.62X1 
.11X1 
.91 I 
.31 I 
.86 I 
.19 I 
I 

0 I 
0 XI 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



95 I I 
52.20X1 I 
2.47X1 I 
100«81 I I 
9.53 II 
81.73 I I 
122.24 I I 

108 I I 
59.67X1 I 
2.80X1 I 
101.53 I I 
0.42 I I 
79.27 I I 
118.56 \l 



182 I I 
lOO.OOXl I 
2.77X1 I 
100.98 I I 

9.18 II 
75.59 II 

122.24 I I 

181 I I 
100.00X1 I 
2.76X1 I 
100.85 I I 

9.19 I I 
75.59 I I 

122.24 I I- 



XI 



2 I 

1.15XP*=^. 

0.79X1 0. 

103.82 I 0. 

3.68 I 0. 

100.14 I 0. 

107.51 I 0. 



I 
I 

0 I 
0 XI 
0 XI 
0 I 
0 I. 
0 I 
0 I 



135 I I 
78.03X11 
3.51X1 I 
101.33 II 
9.25 I I 
79.27 I I 
122.24 I I 

163 I I 
93.14X1 I 
4.23X1 I 
100.93 I I 
9.00 I I 
79.27 I I 
122.24 I I 

167 I I 
95 . 98X I I 
4.34X1 I 
101.05 I I 
8.99 I I 
79,27 I I 
122.24 



173 II 
100.00X1 I 

2.63X1 I 
100.98 I I 
9.13 II 
76.82 II 
122.24*1 I 
II 

175 II 
100.00X1 I 
2.67X1 I 
101.13 I I 
8.93 II 
79.27 II 
122.24 I I 
II 

174 I I 
lOO.OOXl I 

2.65X1 I 
101.22 I I 

8.92 II 
79.27 I I 
122.24 



: loo 
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TABLE 3 4 (continued) 

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
1974 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH, VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



PATIENT MANAGEMENT 



HANDICAP 


« 1 


TREATM 
OFFICE. 


TREATM 
lHOSPITAL 


REFERREDl 


NO 1 
CONTACT 1 


1 il 

1 TOTAL II 




1 1 DIABETES 


N| 


172 




5 




X 1 




t 1 




166 1 1 




II 


ROMXl 


92. 


47X 


2 


69X 


* 0, 


54X1 


4 


.30X1 


1 loo 


.00X1 j 






COLXl 


7. 


20X 


1 


97X 


1 


39X1 


0 


21X1 


2 


.63X1 1 




1 ^ 


MEANI 


100. 


96 


107 


02 


97 


69 1 


104 


44 1 


101 


.26N 1 




1 1 


S.D. 1 


9. 


03 


4 


15 


0. 


0 1 


9 


71 1 


9 


.02 1 1 




1 1 


MINI 


75. 


59 


inn 


1 /a I 


V7 . 




81 


73 1 


:^5 


.59 1 1 


• 


j j 


MAXI 


122. 


24 


112 


42 


97. 


6? 1 

/ 1 


116. 


10 1 


122 


.'24 1 1 




1 1 HEMOPHILIA 


Nl 




29 




11 1 




10 1 


125 1 




175 II 


0 


1 1 


ROWXl 


16. 


BTA 


6 


29X1 


5. 


71X1 


71 


43X1 


100 


.00X1 1 


* 


1 1 


COLXl 


1. 


Zl'A 


4 


33X1 


13. 


89X1 




25X1 


2 


.67X1 1 




1 1 


MEANi 


98. 


53 


104 


05 1 


97. 


32 1 


101 


65 1 


101 


.04 1 1 




1 1 


S.D. 1 


6. 


87 


10 


39 1 


6. 


85 1 




.25 1 


9 


.10 II 




1 1 


MINI 




18 




QO 1 


85. 


41 1 


79 


27 1 


76 


.62 1 1 






MAXi 


109, 


96 


117. 


33 1 


116. 


10 1 


122. 


24 1 


122 


.24*11 


* • 


II 

II CARDIOPULMONARY 


Nl 


149 1 




8 1 




3 1 




21 1 


131 1 1 




1 1 DISEASE 


ROMXl 


82. 


32X1 


4. 


42X1 


1. 


66X1 


11 


60X1 


100 


.00X1 1 




1 1 


COLXj 


6. 


24X1 


3. 


15X1 


4. 


17X1 


0. 


55X1 


2 


. 76X 1 1 




1 1 


mean! 


,101. 


61 1 


101 


98 1 


92. 


37 1 


98, 


86 V 


101 


.15 1 1 


s 




S.D. r 


8. 


60 1 


10 


29 1 


5. 


52 1 


10. 


65 1 


9 


.Q2 II 




1 1 


MINI 


79. 


27 1 


76. 


82 1 


87. 


86 1 


79. 


27 1 


76 


.82 11 




II 


MAXI 


122. 


24 1 


112. 


42 1 


100. 


14 1 


116. 


10 1 


122 


.24 1 1 




1 1 ASTHMA 


Nl 


155 1 




5 1 




0 1 




24> ( 


184 1 1 * 






ROW;<| 


84. 


24X1 


2. 


72X1 


0. 


0 XI 


13. 


04X1 


100 


.00X11 






COLXl 


6. 


49X1 


1. 


97X1 


0. 


0 XI 


0. 


62X1 


2 


.80X1 1 ' 






MEAN I 


101. 


24 1 


102. 


35 1 


0. 


0 ' I 


98. 


66 1 


100 


.94 1 1 






S.D. 1 


8. 


98 1 


12. 


98 1 


0. 


0 I 


a. 


39 1 


9 


.09 1 1 


0 




MINI 


75. 


59 1 


76. 


82 1 


0. 


0 1 


81. 


73 1 


75 


.59 1 1 






MAXI 


122. 


24 1 


112. 


42 1 


0.- 


0 1 


116. 


10 1 


122 


.24 1 1 




1 1 ATHEROSCLEROSIS 


Nl 




99 1 




5 1 




0 1 




71 1 


175 1 1 






ROWXl 


56. 


57X1 


2. 


86X1 


0. 


0 XI 


40. 


57X1 


100.00X1 1 






COLXl 


4. 


14X1 


1. 


97X1 


0. 


0 XI 


1. 


84X1 


2 


.67X1 1 






MEANi 


100. 


82 1 


101. 


12 1 


0. 


0 I 


101. 


08 1 


100 


.93 1 1 






S.D. 1 


8. 


98 1 


12. 


84 1 


0. 


0 1 


9. 


20 1 


9 


.21 1 1 






MINI 


75. 


59 1 


76. 


82 1 


0. 


0 1 


79. 


27 1 


75 


.59 1 1 




II 


MAXI 


118. 


56 1 


112. 


42 1 


0. 


0 I 


122. 


24 1 


122 


.24 1 1 





B 

0 
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".TABLE 14 (continued) 



MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
197^ GRADUATES &Y REPORTED TREATilENT OF 
PATIEI^JTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



PATIENT' MANAGEMENT 



HANDICAP 



EMPHYSEMA 



II 
II 



CY5TIC FIBROSIS 



II 
II 



Nl 
ROWXl 
COL^I 
'^MEANl 
S.D. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

. Nl 
ROWXl 
COUl 

,MEAN^ 
S.D. I 

' MINI 

— hsxt 



I TREATM I TREAJM I I NO . . 

I DFFICE iHOSPITALlREFERfjEDl CON TACTll TOTAL H 



I 

104* I 
5Q.^y/.\ 
257.1 



I 

7 I 
3.93X1/ 
2.765^1 



I 



99.60 I 104.00 I 
0.59 I 15.21 J 
75.59 \ 76.62 I 
118.^6 r 117.33 \ 



I 

' 7 I 
4.05X1 
0.29X1 



I 

2.89Xr 
1.<?7X| . 



ALLERGIC 
REACTION 



II 



II 



AUTISM 



HYPERACTIVITY 



IL 



I 

, Nl 
..ROMXr 
COLXl 
MEAU-I 
S.Di I 
■ 'Mlt^l 
MAX I 
I 

• ' Nl 

tOLXl 
MEAN I 
S\U.\ 
MINI 

kaxi 

I' 

' ' Nl 
'ROWXl 
COLXl 
MEAN I 

• S.D. I 

MINI' 
. MAX I 
L 



104. 5?. 1-^1*07. 51 - I 
. 9.02 I- 4,11 I' 
65.41 t 'too. 14 I 

112.42 I lliiT^RrT" 



I 

133 I 
73.48X1 
5>57X| 



3.3ix| 
2.36<Xl 



100.81 I 108.94 I 

9.11 I S.^3? I 

75.59 I 400.14 I 

ie?.24 ! 117.33 I 

h 



I. 

5 r 

2.92X1 
0.21X1 
102.11 1 
' 4.57 I 
97.69 I 



. i.7?;^l 
: 1.18x1 

,98.91 I 
}5.75«| 
76.82 1 



109.96 I 112.42 I 

r 

99 I 
55,00X1 
4.14X1 
100.80 I 
8.50 I 
75.59 I 



I 

4 1 
2.22X1 
1.57X1 
98.30 I 
14.28 I 
76.8^ I 
1^2.24 I 112.42 I 
J L 



0 I 
0.0 xl 
6.0 XI 
,0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



I 

r 

0,0 I 

1 I 

0.58X1 
1.39X1 



67 II 
37-. 64X1 I 
1.74X1 I 
I 102.76 I I 

9.47 ri 

7,9.27 I I 
122.24 I I 



160 I I 
92/49X1 I 
4.15X1 I 



96.46 I 100^6 II 

' 0.0 I 8.80 I I 

96.46 I 79.27 11 

96.46 \ l^Z,2^1~r~TZZrZ^ 



II 

178 II 
100.00X1 I 
2.71X1 I 
100.96 J I 
, 9.24 11 
75.59 I I 
122.24 II 
II 

173 I I 
100.00X1 I 

^.63x1 r 

101.18 II 
8.79 H, 
79.27 II 



I 

2 I 

l.lOXl 

2.78X1 
87.86 I 

6.14 I 
81.73 I 

94.00 I 11Q-.56 



40 I I 
22.10X1 I 
, 1 . 04X1 I 
162.01 II 
8.55 I I 
84.18 II 



0 I 
, 0 . 0 ^X I 
0.0 Xl 



II 

163 n 

95.32X1 I 
4.23X1 I 



0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
tO.O 



I 
I 
I 
I 

1 I 
0.5^X1 
'1.3*?X| 



I 101.03 



9.04 II 
79.27t II 
122.24 J I 

76 II 
42.22X1 I 
1.97X1 I 



85.41 I 101:93 



0.0 I 
85.41 I 



9.63 
79.27 



35.41 I 116.56 
J 



_LL 



181 II 
100.00X11 
2.76X1 I 
101.20 II 
9.09 I I 
75.59 I I 
122.24 I I 

171.11 
100^00X1 I 
2.60X1 I 
101.02 II 
9.11 II 
76.82 I I 
122.24 I I 

180 I I 

100.00x1 r 

2.74X1 I 
101.14 II 

9'.24 I I 
75.59 II 
122.24 I I 



152 r 

i 



-104-' 



TABLE 14 (continued) 



MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
197^ GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



[.^PATIENT MANAGEMENT 



TRBATM I TREATM I 



I NO I 



HANDICAP 


* 1 


OFFICE 1 


HOSPITAL 


REFiRREDj 


CONTACT i i 


TOTAL 1 1 


1 1 OTHER BEHAVIOR 


1 

Nj 




8^ I 






5 1 


75 1 1 


167 1 1 


1 1 PROBLEMS 


ROW/Cl 


^9. 


70/^1 


2.4PX 


2. 


99X1 


44.91X1 1 


100.00X1 1 


1 1 


COL/Cj 


3. 


«>7X 1 


1.S7X 


6. 


94X1 


1.95X1 1 


2.54X1 1 


II 


MEANI 


100. 


1^ 1 


107.20 


98. 


67 1 


102.71 II 


101.42 1 1 


II 


S.D. 1 


d. 


68 .1 


4.62 


.10. 


22 1 


9.04 1 1 


8.96 II 




MINI 


/ T . 


C f \ 


1O0.14 




^1 1 
m 1 


79.27 II 


79.27 ri 


11 
1 1 


MAXi 


117. 


33 1 


112 .42 


111. 


19 1 


122.24 II 


122.24 1 1 


1 1 ^LEUKEMIA 
1 1 


Nl 




22 1 


8 




0 1 


145 1 1 


175 II 


ROW/<| 


12. 


57X1 


4.57X 


0. 


0 xl 


82.86X1 1 


lOO'.OOXl 1 


1 1 


COLXl 


0. 


92X1 


3.15X 


0. 


0 XI 


3.77X1 1 


2.67X1 1 


1 1 


mean! 


99. 


53 1 


107.05 


0. 


0 1 


100.95 1 1 


101.05 1 1 


1 1 


S.D.I 


9. 


^9 1 


12.07 


0. 


0 1 


8.72 II 


9.11 II 


II . 


MINI 




1 A 1 


76.82 


n 

u . 


n 1 

U I 


79.27 1 1 


76.82 1 1 


1 1 


max! 


122. 


1 


117.33 


Q. 


0 1 


118.56 li 


122.24 II 


1 1 OTHER BLOOD 


Nl 




^3 1 


4 




2 1 


120 1 1 


169 1 1 


1 1 DYSCRASIAS 


ROWXl 


Z%, 


\ 


2.37X 


1. 


16X1 


71.01X1 1 


100.00X1 1 


II 


COL/^I 


1. 


dOXl 


1 . 57X 


2. 


78X1 


3.12X1 1 


2.57X1 1 


1 1 


MEAN] 


100. 


37 1 


110.58 


97. 


69 1 


101.47 1 1 


101.36 1 1 


1 1 


S.O. 1 


7. 


9^ 1 


5.32 


1. 


-23 1 


9.21 II 


8.91 II 




MINI 


84. 


16 1 


102.60 


96. 


46 1 


79.27 1 1 


79.27 II 


11 


MAXi 


117. 


33 1 


117;33 


98. 


91 1 


122.24 1 1 


122.24 II 


n BRAIN TUMORS 


Nl 




fe7 1 


4 




0 1 


144 1 1 


175 1 1 




,ROWXl 


15. 


^3X1 


2.29X 


0. 


0 Xl 


82.29X1 1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


1. 


13X1 


1.57X 


0. 


0 y.l 


3.74X1 1 


2.67X1 1 


1 1 r 


MEANi 


98. 


1^ 1 


108.74 


0. 


0 1 


101.53 11 


101.17 1 1 




S.O. 1 


6. 


25 1 


6.14 


0. 


0 1 


9.21 II 


8.^1 W 




MINI 


61. 


73 1 


100.14 


0. 


0 1 


' 79.27 1 1 


,79.27 1 1 


II * 


MAXi 


107. 


51 1 


117.53 


- 0. 


0 1 


122.24 1 1 


122.24 '1 1 


1 1 SARCOMAS 


Nl 




15 1 


4 




1 1 


155 II 


175 1 1 




ROWXl 


8. 


57X1 


2.29X1 


0. 


57X1 


88.57X1 1 


100.06X1 I 




COL/.I 


0. 


63X1 




^ 1. 


39X1 


4.02X1 1 


> 2.67X11 




heanI 


102. 


27 1 


111.80 


100. 


14 1 


100.80 11 


101.17 II 




S.D. 1 


^. 


34 1 


3.63 


0. 


0 1 


8.91 1 1 


" 8.91 II 




MINI 


65. 


41 1 


107.51 


100. 


14 1 


79.27 1 1 


79.27 II 




MAXi 
^ 1 


lljl. 


65 1 


117.33 


100. 


14 1 


122.24 1 1 


122.24 1 1 



J. Oo 



ERIC 
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TABLE 14. (continued) 



MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
197'* GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



PATTHNT HANABEMENT, 



HANniCAP . 



SQUAMOUS CELL 
CARCINOMA 



OTHER NEOPLASM 



I TREATM I TREATM I 
I OFFICE iHOSPITAtlREFgRREn 



■ I 
Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
MEAN I 
S,D. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 
ROWX I 

col;^| 

MEAN I 
S.O. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 



I 



6.70X1 
^.72>:t 



3<> 
18.99>: 

100.9^ 
7.70 
07.66 . 
116.10 I 113.56 I 



6 

3.35X 

e.33x 



I 109.66 I 100.35 



6.30 
96.^6 



50 

2.09X 
101.69 
7.66 
81 . 73s 
116.10 



I 



7 I 
3.96X1 
2.76X1 
109.61 I 
6.0^ I 
I 101.37 I 
I 117.33 I 



6.70 
90.32 
106.20 

9 

5.11X 
12. SOX 
99.73 

66.6^ 
106.28 



I 



I 



NO I 

contact! 



.1 
127 \ 
70,95X1 
3.30X1 
100.66 I 
9.08 I 
79.27 I 
122.2^ I 
I 

110 I 

62.50X1 
2.86^1 
100.60 I 
^.^5 I 
79.27 I 
122. 2<» I 
I 



I 

TOTAL I 



I 

179 1 
100.00X1' 
2.73X1 
101.32. I 
0.63 I 
79.27 I 
122.2^ I 
I 

176 I 
1-00.00X1 
2*68X1 
101.22 I 
8.93 I 
79.27 I 
IZZ.Z^ I 
I 



CHI-SQUARES "2272.8^32 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 15 



MEAN KHOMLEDGE TEST SCORES OF* 
1976 GRAOUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



PATIE^^T MANAGFMgNT 



HANuICAP 


1 


TREATM 1 
OFFICE 1 


TREATM 1 1 
HOSPITALJ REFERRED 1 


NO 1 

co^^TAC'LL 


1 11 
1 TOTAL 1 1 


1 1 MENTAL RETARD- 


1" 

Nl 


ZSQ 1 


^9 i 




- 9 j 


63 1 


1 398 1 1 


1 1 ATION 


ROM/Cl 




12 . Cff>X 1 


2 . 


i 


20;65xi 


1 lOO.OOXl 1 




COl'/A 


^.By/A 


^.66/Cl 


8. 


16X 1 


1,07X1 


1 2.60X11 


II 


meanI 


102.51 1 


103*36 1 


97* 


76*1 


102.99 1 


1 102.60 II 


1 1 


S.D. 1 


6.27 1 


7.52 1 


9. 


75 1 


7.58 1 


1 8.12 II 


II 


MINI 


73.23 1 




7A 


71 1 
f 1 1 


69.«6 1 


1" . 69.58 1 1 


II' 


MAXi 


122.50 1 


1 p p*" tin I 


lie . 


/lA 1 
10 1 


120.67 1 


1 122.50 1 1 


1 1 CEREBRAL PALSY 


Nl 


116 1 


IkQ 1 




R t 

i> 1 


215 1 


1 365 1 1 




ROM/Cl 


30-. ml 


XC m t Sf*\ 


1 

1 . 


TflV 1 
j\)f* \ 


55.6^/^1 


1 lOO.OOXlJ 


1 1 


COL/Cl 


2.17/^1 


Ck* 7Gy 1 

*T . / 27 /■ 1 


*f . 


fiKV 1 
i*Uf* 1 


2.76X1 


1 2.71X11 


1 1 


mean! 


103.32 1 


103.37 1 


107. 


35' 1 


102.01 1 


1 102.65 II 


1 1 


S.O. 1 


7.50 1 


6.95 1 


6. 


39 1 


d.6t 1 


1 6.12 II 


II 


MINI 


ei.4<> 1 


7/L on 1 


VD . 


Qt: 1 

7£> 1 


69.58 1 


1 69.58 1 1 


j j 


MAXi 


122.50 1 


lie on 1 


1 IH . 


OQ 1 

«-7 1 


122.50 1 


1 122*50 1 1 


1 1 BLINDNESS 


Nl 


135 1 


!>7 1 




n 1 


227 1 


1 369 11 




ROW/Cj 


3^». 70/^1 


A QCkV 1 


n 




56.35X1 


1 100.00X11 


1 1 


COl'/A 


Z.Bl'/A 


9 AJ>y 1 

b . O b /* 1 


u . 


n V 1 


2.9^X1 


1 2.74X11 


II 


MEANi 


102.33 1 


103.00 t 


0. 


0 1 


102.44 1 


1 102.6^ II 


1 1 


S.D. 1 


6.30 t 




n 


n t 


6.01 1 


1 6.11 II 


II 


MINI 


76.71 1 


76.86' 1 


0. 


0 1 


69.56 1 


1 69.56 II 




MAXi 


122.50 1 


115.20 1 


0. 


0 1 


122.50 1 


1 122.50 II 


1 1 DEAFNESS 


Nl 


173 1 


27 1 




1 1 


166 1 


1 369 II 




RONXl 


^c^A7'/A 


6.94/^1 


0. 


26X1 


46.33X1 


1 100.00X11 




COV/A 


l.Z^'/A 


Z.hZVA 


0. 


91X1 


2.43X1 


1 2.74X11 




MEANi 


102.63 1 


10^.72 1 


96. 


95 1 


102.04 1 


1 102.59 II 




S.D.I 


6.19 1 


6.17 1 


0. 


0 1 


6.18 1 


1 6.21 11 




MINI 


76.66 1 


76.66 1 


96. 


95 1 


69.58 1 


1 69.56 II 




MAXi 


122.50 1 


122.50 1 


96. 


95 1 


121.58 1 


L 122.50 II 




-Nl 


302 1 


27 1 




3 1 


64 1 


1 396 II 


jj EPILEPSY ^ 


ROM/Cl 


76.26/Jl 


6.62X1 


0. 


76X1 


16.16'XI 


1 igo. 00X11 




COLXl 


B.bB'/A 


2.62X1 


2. 


73X1 


0.63X1 


I 2.79X11 




MEANi 


102.71 1 


102.66 1 


99. 


99 1 


101.73 1 


1 102.52 II 




S.O. 1 


7.96 1 


7.65 1 


3. 


1 


6.93 1 


1 ' 6.11 1 1 




MINI 


73.23 1 


76.66 1 


95. 


13 1 


69.56 1 


1 69.56 1 1 




MAXi 


122.50 1 


115.20 1 


102. 


<i3 1 


120.67 1 


1 122.50 II 



15 J 



-107- 



TABLE .15(contlnued) 



5lEAM KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
l476 GRADUATES Bf REPORTED TREA.TMENT OF 
PATIEMTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING GONDITIONS. 



PATIENT .HAMAGgHENT, 



HAmiCAP 



STROKE 



PARKINSONISM 



ARTHRITIS 

V 



POLIOMYELITIS 



SPINAL CORD 
INJURIES 



I TREATtl I TREATM I I NO I 

I OFFICg IHQSPITAI I REFERREP I CONTACTj 



I 

HI 

Row;<U 

COLXl 

S.Dcl 
MINI 
MAKi 



1 



217 I ' 3<5» I 3 1 

SS.BO'/A ft. 70X1 .'0.77X1 

' 4.06X1 3.30X1 2.73KI 

102.37 t 102.51 t 111.5S I 

69.08 



^56 I 



f 

. Nl 

ROMXt 
ZOV/.\ 
MEAN I 
S.D.I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 

ROM^^I 
COLXl 
MEAN I 
S.DJ 

Mim 

MAX I 
I 

Nl 

ROWXl 

col;<I 

MEAN I 
S.D.I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
MEANi 
S.O. I 
MINI 
MAX I 



7.90 I 

, 76.ea-l 109.72 I 

122.50 I lift. 85 I 115.20. I 

f I 

lis I • 30 I 

30.16X1 7.67X1 

2.15X1 2.91X1 



102.89 I 103.76 I 



9.05 
69.53 
122.50 



^ 7<r I 
6.88 1 
.22.50 I 
I 



0 ^ 

0.0 y.\ 

a.o XI 

O.D t 

0.0 I 

0.0 I 

0.0 • I 



I 

321 I 23 I 
60.25X1 „ 5.75X1 
6.01X1 2.23X1 
102.46 I 104.25 I 
S.£4 I 6.60 I 
69. 5Q I 94.21 I 
122.50 I ild.CSS I 
I t 
65 I 13 I 
^17.24/^1 3.45X1 
1.22X1. 1.26/51 
103.04 1105. 30 t 
7.05 I 6.03 I 



I 

0 1 
0.0 Xt 
0.0 XI 
0.0 I 
0.0 t 
0.0 i 
0.0 t 



I 

0 I 
.0 XI 



08.74 I 
117.93 

I 



94.21 I 
115. 5P I 
I 



0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

o.o 



XI 



60 I 30 I - 2 I 

21.16X1 7.94X1 0.53X1 

1.50X1 2.91X1 1.02X1 

103.19 I 104.55 I 102.88 I 

7.56 I '9.64 I 0.46 I 

78.71 I 76.88 I 102.43 I 

117.93 I 122.50 I 103.34 t' 
_L 



I 

137 I 
35.04X1 
* 1.77X1 
102.69 I 
7.43 
78.71 
122.50 I' 
I 

23^ I 
61.94X1 
3.06X1 
10^.41 I 
7.72 \ 
^76.71 I 
122.50 t 
I 

"56 I 
14.0.0X1 
0.73X1 
102.56 I 
8.50 I 
73.23 I 
120.67, I 
I 

299 I 
79.31X11 
3.87X1 
102.54 I 
8.48 I 
69.58 I 
122.50 t 
I 

266 I 
70.37X1 
3-44X1 
102.41 I 
8.16 I 
69.58 I 
123.50 



jmiAlJl 



391 II. 
lOO.OOXl I 
2.75X1 1 

102.56 1 1 
8.09 I I 

69.58 II 
122.50 II 
^ II 
331 II 
100.00X11 

2.60X1 1 ^ 
102.66 II 
8.16 II 
69.58 II 
122.50 II 
' II 
400 II 
100.00X1 1 
2.62X11 

102.57 II 
8.20 II 

69.58 It 
122.50 It 
II 

377 It 
lOO.OOXl I 
2.65X11 
102.72 I I 
8.19 II 
69.58 II 
122.50 I I 
II 

376 It 
100.00X1 I 
2.66X1 I 
102.75 
8.17 
69.58 
122.50 



It 
II 



i5o 
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TABLE 15 (continued) 



MEAH KKOMLEDGtf TEST SCORES OF 
1976 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANOICAPPIKS CONDITIONS 



PATJ FNT^MANAnEHFNT 



HAMHICAP 


1 


TREATM 

OFFICjp^ 


TREATM 1 1 
iHOSPITAURFFERREnl 


NO II 
CONTACT 11_ 


^T0TA1_ 


1 
1 


1 1 MULTIPLE 


'\ 

Nl 


66 


20 i 


0 i 


"^287 1 1 


361 


1 


1 1 SCLEROSIS 


^mv. 1 


17.32/C 


7. 35/C 1 


0.0 X 


75 . 33X 1 1 


100 .OOX 


1 




CO L/C 1 


1.23/C 


2 . 72/C 1 


0,0 xl 


3.72X1 1 


2 .66X 


1 


1 1 


MEANI 


102.1^ 


10<».67 1 


0.0 1 


102. 70 1 1 


102 . 76 


1 


1 1 


S.D. 1 


9.01 


<».81 1 


0.0 1 


6. 14 II 


6. 13 


1 


1 1 ' 


MINI 


73.23 




u . U 1 


69.56 II 


69.56 1 


1 


ll 


MAXj 


122.50 




n n 1 

U . U 1 


122.50 II 


122.50 1 


[ 


1 1 MUSCULAR 


Ml 


52 


15 1 


\ 1 


307 j 1 


375 


1 


1 1 DYSTROPHY 
II * 


, .poiiixi 


13.67/f 


^ .OOX 1 


0 . 2 7X 1 


61 .67X1 i 


100.00X1 




C0L5:| 


0.97;< 


1 .^5X1 


0 .91X1 


3.90X1 1 


2.64X1 


1 


II 


, , MEANl 


102.39, 


105.71 T 


96.^ 1 


102.62 II 


102.70 1 


1 


*] 1 


S.D.I 


7.5^ 


5.43 1 


0.0 1 


6.36 1 1 


0.19 1 


1 




VlINl 


76.71 






69.56 11 


69.58 1 


1 


11 * 

II 


MAXl 


122.50 


115.20 1 




122.50 II 


122.50 1 


j 


II FACIAL TR/UMA 


Ml 


* 257 


^5 1 


14 1 


75 1 1 


391 1 


1 


1 1 FROM ACCIDENTS 


ROM*: 1 


65.73/C 


11 .51X1 




19.16X1 1 


100. OOX 


1 




COLXl 


^.Gl/C 




12 . 73X 1 


0.97X1 1 


° 2 • 75X 1 


1 


1 1 


mean! 


102.76 


X U «J . 1 


inp on 


IDl .22 1 i 


102.57 1 


1 


1 1 


S.D. 1 


6.20 1 


7.63 1 


9.06 1 


. 7,67 II 


0,12 1 


1 


1 1 


MINI 


69,56 


76.68 1 


66.74 1 


76 . 71 1 1 


69.56 1 


1 


II 


MAXl 


122.50 


122.50 j 


114.29 1 


X1<U29 1 1 


122.50 1 


1 


II MULTIPIY- 


Nl 


ii6 


39 1 


' 0 1 


221 II 


376 i 




II HAKDICAP^PED 


ROW;^| 


30.fe5/:i 


10.3fXl 


n 0.0 XI 


58.76X11 


100. OOX 1 






CO L/C 1 


2.17X1 


3.^6X1 


0.0 XI 


2t86Xl 1 


' 2.65X1 






MEANI 


102.21 1 


X03.62 1 


0.0, 1 


102.50 II 


102.53 1 






S.O.I 


8.92 1 


6.54 1 


0.0 1 


7.6i> II 


6^6 1 






. MINI 


70.71 1 


76.66 1 


0.0 1 


69.56 II 


69^6 1 






MAXl 


122.50 1 


122.50 1 


0.0 1 


122.50 II 


122.50 1 




II THE HOME-DOUf^D 


Nl 


62 1 


12 1 


1 1 


298 II 


373 1 




1 1 PATIENT 




16.62;Cl 


3.22X1 


.d.27Xl 


79.69X1 1 


100.00X1 






CO L/C 1 


1.16X1 


1.16X1 


0.91X1 


3.66X11 


2.63X1 






MEANI 


101.73 1 


103.11 1 




102.60 II 


102.61 1 






S.D. 1 


0.69 1 


6.41 1 


0.0 1 


7.99 II 


.8.09 1 






MINI 


81. 1 


66.92 K 


91.46 1 


69.56 II 


69.56 1 






MAXl 


122.50 1 


113.37 1 


91.46 1 


122.50 II 


12S.S10 1 










J 


1 II 




1 



•2» 
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TABLE 15 (continued) 



MEAN KKGMIEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
1976 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS ^ANOXCAPPINS CONDITIONS 



PATIEMTMANARFMFNT 



MA^4^ICAP_ 



THE NURSINS-HOME 
PATIENT 



CLEFT PALATE 
(AND CL^FT LIP) 



OTHER CRANIOFA- 
CIAL ANOMALIES 



SPINA BIFIDA 



THALIDOMIDE 



I 

Nl 
ROM^{| 
COl'A\ 
ME AN I 
S.D. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 
ROVJ^I 
COL^I 



TREATM I TREATM I 

OFFICE i H OSPITAL I REFERRHD 



I 

127 I 
32.62JCI 
2.30^1 
102.71 I 
7.93 I 
81. I 
121. Sd I 
I 

169 I 
^^3.33^1 
3.16^1 



MEANT 
S.D.I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 

ROw;^l 
'col;<| 

MEAN I 
S.D.I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 
ROmI 
COL^I 
MEAN I 
S.D.I 
MINI 
MAX I 
^ I 
Nl 

Rcw:<l 
col;<I 

MEAN I 
S.D.I 
MINI 
MAX I 



102.65~r 
7.86 I 
69.58 I 
122.30 I 
I 

61 I 
16.35JCI 
l.Ki^l 
10S.1& I 
6.98 I 

ei.^^» J 

117.02 I 

I 

28 I 
7.'*l>Cl 
0.5S>Cl 
103.11 I 
6.67 I 
07.83 I 
115.20 I 
I 

11 I 

8.93JCI 
0.21X1 

10^>.S0 I 
C>.30 I 
98.70 I 

112.^46 I 



^S 
11.63JC 

10^.37 
6.67 

86.92 
122.50 

3<» 
a. 727, 
3.30X 



10C».57 
8.A9 

76.88 
122.50 



' 6.70JC 

105.2a 
6.9C». 
93.30 
118.85 

11 

2.91>C 
1.07>C 

106.99 
5.60 
9^.21 

115.20 

5 

I.33JC 
O.UQ'/. 

6.25 
94.21 
111.55 



1.03JC 
3.6r/. 

97.86 
7.77 

89.65 
1D8.*81 

6 

BAB'/. 



7.57 
91.^8 

112. A6 

5 

^►.55:^ 

108.00 
3.07 
105.16 

113. V 

0 

0.0 7, 

0.0 7. 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

2 

0.^17. 

1.&27. 
112. <»6 

0,0 
112.^6 
112.^6 



NO 
CnNTACT- 



211 

54.52^^ 
2.73;^ 
102.34 
8,45 
69.58 
122^50 

181 
46.415C 
2.34>C 
TTT2.32 
8.22 
73.23 
122.50 

. 202 I 
75.605C 
3.65J< 
101.72 
8.34 
69.58 
122.50 

339 
89.68X 
4.39J^ 
102.62 
8.29 
69.58 
122.50 

358 
95.2l*X 
4.64X 
102.64 
6.24 
69.58 
122.50 



TOTAL 



387 
lOD.OOXl 
2.72X1 
102.65 
8.16 
69.58 
122.50 

390 
100.00X1 
2.74X1 



ItnJTTI- 
0,11 
69.58 
122.50 

373 
lOO.OOXl 
2.63X1 
102.60 
8.15 
69.58 
122.50 

378 
lOO.ODXt 
2.66X1 
102.78 

69.58 
122.50 

376 
100. 00X1 
2.65X1 
102.77 
8.15 
69.58 
122.50 



1 r - . 



ERIC 
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TABLE 15 (continued) 



MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
1976 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



PATIENT MANAGEMENT 



HANDICAP 


1 


TREATM 
OFFICE 


TREATM 1 

hospital! 


REFERREDi 


NO 1 

contact! 


1 ^ II 
1 TOTAL 1 ! 


1 1 DIABETES 


[■ 

N| 


361 




CO 1 




fl 1 


Xi7 1 


1 ^flp 1 1 

1 HVIC 1 1 




ROV^Xl 


89 


.60X 


I. 

D « 




n 

U . 


fl y 1 




\ 1 flfl flflV 1 1 

1 X VIVI . VI Vlf. 1 1 




COLxi 


6 


.75X 


2 . 


•7(1 A 1 






0 . I9X 1 


1 2.83X1 1 




meanI 


102 


.40 


103. 


65 1 


0. 


0 1 


105.47 1 


102 .60 1 1 




S.D. 1 


8 


.17 


7. 


28 1 


0. 


0 1 


6.79 I 


1 A flQ 1 1 

1 0 . VI r II 


II 


MINI 


69 


.&d 


on 


C17 1 
I> / 1 


fl 


U 1 


90.57 1 


1 69.53 1 1 


II 


MAXI 


122 


.50 


1 1 A 


AH 1 


fl 


fl 1 


114.29 1 


1 122.50 II 


1 1 HEMOPHILIA 


Nl 




66 




liH 1 
tj/ 1 




XI7 1 


256 1 


382 1 1 




ROWXj 


17 


.23X 


1 1 


/OA I 




oxy 1 


67. 02X 1 


irifl flfly 1 1 

XVI VI . VI VI/. 1 1 


1 1 


COLXl 


1 


.23X 


A 

■ 


■^Ay 1 

JwA 1 


1 "t 
X J . 


ft^iV 1 




2 . 6 9X 1 1 


1 1 


MEAN I 


102 


.63 


104. 


29 1 


105. 


10 1 


iflp 1 

XUb . JX 1 


Iflg 71 1 1 

XVIm . / X II 




S.D. 1 


7 


.75 


7. 


92 1 


7. 


17 1 


8.27 1 


1 8. 14 1 1 


II 


MINI 


83 


.g7 1 


to ■ 


AA 1 


oi 


HO 1 


69.58 1 


69.58 II 


j j 


MAXI 


121 


.58 


1 1 A 


ACl 1 


xxo . 


1 1 1 


122.50 1 


1 122.50 1 1 


CAPDIOPULKOMARY 


Nl 


317 








1 1 
1 1 


51 i 

■7X 1 


398 1 1 


1 1 DISFA*5E 


ROW/I 1 


79 


.65X 


■7 

/ . 




n 

u . 




12 .81X 1 


1 flfl flflV 1 1 

XVIw.VIVI/.| 1 




COLX 1 


5 


.93X 


9 

C . 








fl 6Ayj 


C » WU/a 1 1 


1 1 


MEAN 1 


102 


.90 


102 . 


no 1 


98. 


78 1 


Ifll "^fll 1 


Iflp 1 1 
X VIC . QC II 


1 1 


S.D.I 


a 


.03 


7 


or. 1 


fl 


fl I 


0 . HH 1 


A flQ 1 1 


I 1 




69 


.58 


61. 


44 1 


98. 


78 1 


7A 71 1 
/O . / 1 1 


i%Q CA 1 1 




MAX I 


122 


.50 


lie. 


85 1 


98. 


78 1 


120.67 1 


122.50 1 1 


I 1 / 

I I ASTHMA 


Nl 


329 




26 1 




0 1 


44 1 


399 1 1 




ROW'/CI 


82 


.46X 


6. 


52X1 


0. 


0 XI 


11.03X1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


6 


.16X 


2. 


52X1 


0. 


0 xl 


0.57X1 


2.81X1 1 




MEAHl 


102 


.64 


104. 


11 1 


0. 


0 1 


102.30 1 


102.70 1 1 




S.D.I 


7 


.73 


6. 


46 1 


0. 


0 1 


10.15 1 


7.97 II 




MINI 


76. 


.86 


94. 


21 1 


0. 


0 1 


69.58 1 


69.53 II 


1 1 f 


MAXI 


122 


.50 


113. 


85 1 


0. 


0 1 


121.58 1 


122.50 II 


1 1 ATHEROSCLEROSIS 


Nl 


210 




22 1 




0 1 


146 1 


378 1 1 




ROMXI 


SB 


.56X 


5. 


82X1 


0. 


0 XI 


38.62X1 


1 100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


3 


.93X 


2. 


13X1 


0. 


0 XI 


1.89X1 


2.66X1 1 




MHANI 


103 


.29 


^03. 


84 1 


0. 


0 1 


101.43 1 


102.60 II 




S.D. 1 


8 


.23 1 


6. 


78 1 


u 0. 


0 1 


8.11 1 


8.16 II 




MINI 


73 


.23 1 


94, 


21 1 


0. 


0 1 


69.58 1 


69.58 1 1 




MAXI 


122 


.50 1 


118. 


85 1 


0. 


0 1 


120.67 1 


122.50 1 1 












1 











V, 
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TABLE 15 (continued) 



HE AN KHOMLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
1976 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



HANninAP 



II 
II 

II 



EMPHYSEMA 



1 1 
II 

II 
II 

I I CYSTIC 

II. 

II 

IL 
II 
1 1 
II 

I I ALLEf?GIC 
I I REACTION 
II 



II 

I I AUTISM 
II 



FIBROSIS 



II 
II 
I I 

I I HYPERACTIVITY 

II 

II 



II 
li 



PATIENT MAMAGHMgNT 
I 



I 

Nl 

ROWXl 
COLXl 
MEAN I 
S.D. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 

row;: I 
col:<I 

ME AN I 
S.D. I 
MINI 
MAKi 
I 

Nl 

row;: I 

COLXl 
ME AN I 
S.O. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 

ROW;i| 

col;: I 

MEAN I 
S.O. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 

ROw;<l 
coi;<l 

MtANi 
S.O. I 
MINr 
MAX I 



TREATM I TREATM I T NO I 

OFFICE iHOSPITAtjREFERREn I rONTAr.Tly TOTAL II 



I I 

210 I 30 I 

54.26X1 7.757.1 

3.93X1 ^ 2.91XJ 



103. 3S I 
7.70 I 
73.23 I 
122.50 I 
I 

13 I 

^.7zyA 

0.3'*Xl 



104.74 
3.15 I 
81.44 I 
122.50 I 
I 
I 



10 
Q.62XI 
0.97X1 



0.24 
32«35 
115.20 



I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 
0.0 
0.0 I 
0.0 I 
0.0 I 

I 

1 I 

0.26X1 
0.91X1 
I 



147 
37.98X/I 



I 101.61/11 



101.46 I 105.71 I l'00.60 

5.64 I 0.0 I 

94.21 I 100.60 I 

115.20 I 100.60 I 



3.52/ 
69. 5£ 
f20.6} 



9S.69XI I 
4/56X1 I 
100/. 71 II 
!1 I I 
.50 
DO 



I 

20 I 
5.13X1 



27/2 
69.74X1 
5.09X1 

102.23 I 104.61 

3.03 I 7.15 

73.23 I 90.57 

122.50 I 113.65 
I 
I 



I 

5 I 
1.28X1 
4.55X1 
I 100.97 
I 7.17 
I 91.^*3 
I 109.72/1 



I 



24 . 
6 . 35X I 
0.45X1 



13 I 

44X1 
26X1 



I 
I 

gfexl 
kxi 



104.93 I 103.34 I 89/65 I 
.0 
.65 
.65 



7.56 
92.39 
117.93 



6.91 
87.03 



I 



I 
I 

I 113.37 I 



213 I 
56.62X1 
4.08X1 2 
102.34 i 105 
7.31 I 
79.62 I 
122.50 I 



I 

26 I 
6.75X1 



II 



93 II 
23.35X1 I 
1.20X1 I 
103.35 I I 
8.17 II 
69.53 II 
122.50 I I 
II 

340 II 
89.95XH 
4.40X1 I 
102.63 I I 
3.13 I I 
69.53 II 
i22.50 II 



06 
7.04/1 
93.30/1 
122.5^ I 



4 I 137 II 

1.04X1 35.5QXI I 

3.64X1 1.77X1 I 

99.46 I 102.63 I I 

12.56 I 0.69 II 

78.71 I 69.53 II 

112.46 I 121.53 II 



337 I I 
100.00X1 I 
2.72X1 I 
102.79 II 
3.12 II 
69.53 I I 
122.50 I I 
II 

381 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
2.63X1 I 
102.73 II 
3.16 I I - 
69.58 II 
122.50 I I 
II 

o 390 I I 
100.00X1 I 
2 . 74X I I 
102.72 I I 
3.09 I I 
69.53 I I 
122.50 II 
II 

378 I I 
100.00X1 I 
2.66X1 I 
102.77 I I 
3.14 II 
69.58 I I 
122.50 II 
II 

385 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
2.71X11 
102.60 II 
3.18 II 
69.58 II 



J. 



II 
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TABLE 13 (continued) 



MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
197« GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPINS CONDITIONS 



■HAKnjtrAP 



OTHER BEHAVIOR 
FHOSLEMS 



LEUKEMIA 



OTHER DLCOO 
OYSCRASIAS 



DRAIN TUng^^^ 



SARCOMAS 



TREATfl 



TREATM I 



1 ND 1 1 



1 

1 


nccre*c 








1 TOTAL 


1 
1 

Ml 


lOu 


OA 


7 1 


17!> 1 


1 3/0 


pnuv 1 

KUW#a 1 






1 .oVi. 1 


A*7 tt\\9\ 

47. 3u/.l 


1 inn nnv 
1 100 4 00/. 




a. 14/. 


1 . T^/; 1 


0 - 3Q/i 1 


*> O *5V 1 

d*C7A 1 




MP AM 1 

lie; Ami 






1 m /. n 1 
lU3.oO 1 


1 Al *TC 1 

101. 7£» i 


\ 1 no 
1 lOc.ov 


S.O.I 


d.3i 


7.90 


8.20 1 


7,93 1 


1 8,15 


MINI 


76.71 


76.83 1 


89.65 1 


^9,58 1 


! 69,08 


riAA 1 
i 


led • 




114. UV 1 


116.85 f 


122.50 


1 

N 1 




34 1 


3 ! 


j 

288 1 


t> 385 


KUWr. 1 




6.03J^ 1 


0 . 78/^ 1 


74.81JM 


1 1 aA a a*/ 

1 100* 00^, 


LUL/^I 


1 . 1 li/. 1 


3. SOr^^l 


&^.73*.i 


3 . 73^^ 1 








104.36 1 


103.93 1 


102 «51* 1 


102«?1 


S.D.I 


6.41 i 


7.13 1 


4.96 1 


8.14 1 


8.09 


MINI 


81.44 i 


87.03 1 


'96.95 1 


69.58 1 


69.58 


J1AX 

1 


1 O^i r A 1 
Idc.liU J 


1^2.50 1 


107.90 1 


12^.50^ 1 


122*50 




■in 1 


50 1 


4 1 


252 1 


369 


KUW/. 1 




10. 30^C| 


1 .08/^1 


68. 2tel 


1 A A A A.^ 




T A n V 1 

1 .4Ua I 




1 ^ A 1 

3.64/. 1 


1 o/ *^ 1 

3. S6/;i 


2 .60/i 


lib AN 1 




1U3.1>3 1 


1 ni n/. 1 
101.00 1 


1 ni o*7 1 
10i>.d/ 1 


1 AO *>A 
lOli . /4 


S . 0 J 1 


7.34 i 


9.10 1 


7.81 1 


8.14 1 


8.12 


MINI 


78.71 1 


76.80 1 


91.48 1 


69.58 1 


69.58 


MAKI 
1 


117.02 1 


122.50 1 


112.46 1 


122.50 |i 


122.50 


Nl 


54 1 


22 1 


2 1 


301 { 


379 


uom I 


i4.ss::| 


5.Go::l 


o.s3;:l 


79.40^:1 


ioo.oo:i 


COLKl 


1.01^^1 


2.13:^1 


i.82;<l 


3.90?:l i 


2.67?: 


MEANi 


103.05 1 


105.74 1 


116.57 1 


102.44 II 


102.79 


S.0.^| 


o.oa 1 


9.52 1 


4.11 1 


7.86 II 


8.08 


MINI 


83. G7 1 


81.44 1 


112.46 1 


69.58 II 


69. -58 


MA5<|| 
1 


122.50 1 


122.50 1 


120.67 1 


118.85 II 


122.50 


Nl 


34 1 


Q2 1 


1 1 


320 II 


377 




9.02:^1 


5.84'^l 


0.27)^1 


84.88J:II 


lOO.OO/J 


col:^I 


0.64:^1 


2.l3r:l 


6f>i;:l 


4.i4:tl 1 


2.65;: 


NBANI 


102.02 1 


103.83 1 


105.16 1 


102.00 II 


102 iM 


S.D. 1 


9.07 1 


6.1U 1 


0.0 1 


8.07 II 


0.06 


MINI 


01.44 1 


94.21 1 


105.16 1 


69.50 II 


6^9.50 


MAJ^ 1 


122, SO 1 


117.02 1 


1 


122.50 II 


122.50 



II 



1(U 
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TABLE 15 (continued) 



A 

MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
1976 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



PATIENT MANAGEMENT 







TREATM 


1 TREATM 






NO 1 1 


r. 1 


HANDICAP 


' \ 


OFFICE 


IHOSPITAL 


REFERRED 1 


contact! I 


total'' I 1 


II 

1 1 SQUAMOUS CELL 


1 

Nl 




76 


1 46 




3 1 


- 261 1 


366 1 1 


1 1 CARCINOMA 


R(!fM/C| 


20. 


10/C 


1 11.66/C 


0 


77X1 


67.27X1 


100.00X1 1 




COL/Cl 


1. 


46 X 


1 4.46X 


2 


73X1 


3.36X1 


2.7JXII 




MEANI 


103. 


22 


1 105.54 


100 


90 1 


102.22 1 


102.60 II 


■ 


S.D. 1 


6. 


32 


1 7.27 


6 


76 1 


7.95 1 


6.01 1 1 




MINI 


61. 


44 


1 90.57 


91 


46 1 


69.56 1 


69.56 1 1 




MAXI 


122. 


50 


r 122.50 


ia6 


99 1 


122.50 1 


ia2.50 II 
^ 1 1 


1 1 OTHER NEOPLASM 


1 

Nl 


120 


1 35 




7 1 


214 1 


376 1 1 




ROW/Cl 


31. 


91/C 


1 9.31X 


1 


.66X1 


56.91X1 


lOO.OOXl 1 


! ! * 


COL/Cl 


2. 


25X 


1 3.39X 


6 


.36X1 


2.77X 1 


2.65X11 




MEANI 


104. 


32 


1 105.40 


102 


.or J 


101.37 1 


102.70 1 1 




S.D. 1 


7. 


4» 


1 6.05 


6 


.11 1 


6.51 1 


B.09 1 1 




HINl 


76. 


71 


1 94.21 


92 


.39 1 


69.56 1 


69.56 1 1 


41 


MAXi 
1 


122. 


50 


1 116.65 


1 106 


.61 1 


122.50 1 

0 ' 


122.50 II 



CHI-SqUARE=, 4576.7612 
(note: expected CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE cftlr-stlUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 16 



MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
197« GRADUATES BY RfePORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS \fff,JH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



PATIENT MANAGEMENT 



HANDICAP 



( 



MENTAL RfeTARD- 
ATIQN 



CEREBRAL PALSY 



BLINDNESS 



DEAFNESS 



EPILEPSY 



N 

ROU^ 

coiy. 

MEAN 
S.D. 
MIN 
MAX 

N 

ROW^ 
COIX 
MEAN 
S.D. 
MIN 
MAX 

N 

Row;< 

COl'A 
MEAN 
S.D. 
MIN 
MAX 

N 

COIZ 
MEAN 
S.D.' 
MIN 
MAX 

N 

MEAN 
S.D. 
MIN 
WAX 



TREATM 
OFFICE 



232 
62.87^ 
^.55y. 
103.^9 
7.60 
80.00 
119.35 

11^ 
31,58X 
2.23^ 
102.89 
7.60 
80.00 
lf^,.35 

131 
36.09Z 

z.sjy 

103^18 
^7.93 
80.00 

119.35 

195 

s^.ozy. 
z.Bzy 

i03.30 
7.87 
80.00 
119.35 

277 
7^.06X 
5.^3X 
103.^5 
rJ59 
80.00 
119.35 



TREATM* I 
HOSPITALlREFERRED 



12 

10^ 
5 
89 
119 



11 
3 

103 
5 
90 
119 



3 

1,0<4 

5 
95 
119 



9 
3 

104 
5 
95 
119 



9 
3 

104. 

96 
113 



I 

46 I 

,47^1 
32X'| 
16 jl 
22 'l 
26 il 

,35 I 

40 1.1 
06^1 
.76y.\ 
,30 I 
,77 I 
.80 I 
.35 I 

I 

41 I 

,Z9y.\ 

,65y.\ 

83 I 
,03 I 
,43 I 
,35 I 
I 

34 I 

:42X| 
,19;<| 
,13 I 
.03 I 
.43 I 
J5 I 
I 

36 I 
,63X1 
,38X1 
,63 I 
41 I 
21 I 
,18 I 



6- 

2.17X 
6.72X 
103.73 
6.34^ 

ie.zi 

113.18 
4 

l.llX 
• 3.3^X 
106.43 

3.20^ 
102.38 
110.87 

* 1 
0.2BX 
0.84X 
107.78 

0.0 
107 ."78^ 
107.78 

1* 

0.28X 
0.84X 
100.84. 

0.0 
100.84 
100.64 

0 

0.0 y. 
0.0 y. 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0. 
0.0 . 



NO 
CONTACT 



83 
22.49X 

i.zoy 

103.83 
6.50 
86.95 
117.04 

203 
56.23X 
2.94X 
104.03' 
7.01 
80.00 
119.35 

190 
52.34X 
2 . 75X 
103.39 
7.05 
80.00 
119.35 

131 
36.29X 
1.90X 
103.96 
6.45 
80.00 
119.35 

" 61 
16.31X 
0.88X 
103.88 
6.46 
80.00 
117.04 



TOTAL 



369 
100. OOX 
2.80X 
103.66 
.7.08 
80.00 
119.35 

361 
100. OOX 
2>73X 
103.65 
7.08 
80.00 
119.35 

363 
100. OOX 
2.75X 
103.49 
7.20- 
60.00 
119.35 

3$61 
100. OOX 
2.73X 
103.61 
7.15. 
80.00 
119.35 

374 
100. OOX 
2.83/?l 
103.63 
7.17 
80.00 
119.35 



/ 



A 



ERLC 



•1 is- 



les 



J 



TABLE 16 (continued) 



MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
1976 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



■ PATIENT MANAGEMENT 

TREATM I TRlEATM 1 I NO 



II 



HANDICAP 



STROKE 



II 



PARKINSONISM 



ARTHRITIS 



II 

I I POLIOMYELITIS 



IL^SPINAL CORD 
rrihiJURIES 



II 
II 
II 

IL 



I OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERREDI CDN TArTll TOTAL 11 



I 



I 



Nl 


185 1 


35 1 


ROMXl 


50.66/<i 


9.59X1 


COLX 1 




J . fc Tf* 1 


MEANi 


102.95 1 


10^. 5<^ 1 


S.D. 1 


7,66 1 


5.2^ 1 


MINI 


60.00 1 


90.60 1 


MAXi 


119.35 1 
1 


116.27 1 
1 


1 

Nl 


112 1 


3^ 1 


ROMXl 


31.26;<l 


9,50X1 


COL/< 1 




T 1 QV 1 


MEANi 


10^^.02 1 


10<».17 1 


S.D. 1 


• 7.65 1 


5.66 1 


MINI 


80.00 1 


90.03 1 


MAXi 


119.35 1 
1 


116.27 1 
1 


1 

Nl 


' 30^ 1 


19 1 


ROMXl 




5.12X1 


COLXl 


5.96;<| 


1.76X1 


MEANi 


103.18 1 


105,63 1 


S.D. 1 


7,35 1 


^♦,27 1 


MINI 


60.00 1 


96.21 1 


MAXi 


119.35 1 
1 


113,16 1 
1 


1 

Nl 


^9 1 


10 1 


mwA 


1^.16/^1 


2.89X1 


COL/^I 


0,96/^1 


0 . 9^X 1 


. MEANi 


103.53 1 


105.70 1 


S.D. 1 


6.8^ 1 


7.0^ 1 


MINI 


80.00 1 


95, ^^3 1 


MAXI 


119.35 1 
1 


119.35 1 
1 


1 

Nl 


81 1 


• 37 1 


ROMX 1 


22.82X1 


10^^2X1 


COL/il 


1.59X1 


3.^^7X1 


MEANI 


103.13 1 


105.88 1 


S.D. 1 


7,98 1 


5.23 1 


MINI 


80,00 1 


97.75 1 


T\ 


119.35 1 
1 


119.35 1 
1 



I 

1 I 

0.27X1 
0 . 6^X I 



103.92 

0.0 
103.92 
103.92 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

1 I 
0.26X1 
0.6<»Xl 
102.38 I 
0.0 I 
102.38 I 
102.36 I 
I 

0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 I 
0.0 I 
0.0 I 
0.0 I 

I 



II 

1^^ II 

39.<»5Xl I 
2.08X1 I 
10<».23 I I 
6.<»<« II 
80.00 II 
117. 0<» I I 
II 

211 II 
56.94X1 I 
3.05X1 I 
103. <»5 I I 
7.05 I I 
80.00 II 
119.35 I I 



48 I I 
12.94X1 I 
0.69X1 I 
105.63 I I 
5.60 I I 
96.21 II 
119,35 I I 



365 I I 
100.00X1 I 
2.77X1 I 

103.61 I I 
7.14 I I 

80.00 II 
119.35 II 

356 I I 
100.00X1 I 
2.71X1 I 
103.70 II 
7.14 II 
80.00 I I 
119.35 II 
II 

371 I I 
100.00X1 I 
2.61X1 I 

103.62 II 
7.10 II 

60. (U) II 
119.35 II 




164 



1 



TABLE 16( continued) 



MEAN KN0MLED6E TEST SCORES OF 
197fi GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS MITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



HANDICAP 



PATIENT nANAG^MENT 



TREATM I TREATM I 
OFFICE iHOSPITALiREFERREO 



I 



I 



NO 
CONTACT 



MUL TIPL F 


nI 




94 1 


29 j 




0 1 




ROWX 1 


26. 


33X1 


6«12xi 


0 . 


0 x| 




COLXl 


1. 


64X1 


2.72X1 


0. 


0 XI 




meanI 


10<>. 


15 1 


1P4.99 1 


0. 


0 1 




S.D.I 


7m&7 \ 


5«26 1 


0. 


0 1 




MIN 1 


80. 


00 1 


96 . 21 1 


0. 


0 1 




max! 


117. 


04 1 

1 


lis. 50 1 
1 


0 . 


0 1 

1 


Mltcritl AD 

nuauuLAK 


N 1 




42 1 


26 1 




0 1 


nVfSTDnPMY 

u 1 a 1 Kurn i 


ROMX 1 


12. 


03X1 


7.45x1 


0. 


0 xl 




COLXl 


0, 


82Xj 


2.44X1 


0. 


0 XI 




meanI 


102. 


56 1 


104.13 1 


0 


0 1 




S.D.I 


9. 


11 1 


5.18 1 


0 


0 1 




minI 


80. 


00 1 


90.80 1 


0, 


0 1 




MAV 1 


119. 


35 1 
1 


113.18 1 
1 


0. 


0 1 

1 


PkCXkl TDAItMA 


N 1 


218 1 


47 1 




4 1 






o 59. 


56X1 


12 .84X 1 


1 


09'A\ 


COLX 1 


^. 


27X1 


4.41X1 


3 


36X 




MEAN 1 


103. 


21 1 


104.12 1 


104 


50 1 




S.D. 1 


7. 


70 1 


5.30 1 


10 


.99 1 




MINI 


80. 


00 1 


90.80 1 


86 


95 1 




max! 


119. 


35 1 
1 


;il9.35 1 
1 


117 


.04 J 
1 


MULTIPLY- 


/"\ 




98 1 


47 1 




4 1 


HANDICAPPED 


R0M7.I 


27 


15X1 


13.02X1 


1 


.11X1 




COLXl 


1 


92X| 


4.41X1 


3 


.36X1 




MEANi 


102 


13 1 


104.69 1 


106 


.55 1 




S.D. 1 


7 


25 1 


5.91 1 


6 


.29 1 




MINI 


80 


77 1 


90.80 1 


97 


.75 1 




. MAXi 


119 


35 1 
1 


119.35 1 


113 


.18 1 
1 


THE HOME -BOUND 


•N 




56 1 






3 1 


PATKNT 


\ROM>: 


16 


.33X1 


5.25X1 


0 


.87X1 




COLX 


1 


.10X1 


1.69X1 


2 


.52X1 




MEAN 


10^ 


.02 1 


103.36 1 


103 


.41 1 




S.D. 


6 


.46 1 


5.58 1 


4 


.^6 1 




MIN 


86 


.95 1 


90.80 1 


96 


.98 1 




MAX 


117 


.04 1 


111.64 1 


107 


.01 1 



234 
65.55X 
3.39X 
103.24 
7.23 
60.00 
119.35 

281 
80.52X 
4,07X 
103.66 
6.90 
60.00 
119.35 



I 

'TOTAL I 



I 

357 I 
100.00X1 

2.70X1 
103.62 I 

7.15 Ll 

©o.oon I 

119.35SIJ 

. 349 I 
100.00X1 

2.64X1 
103.58 I 

7.11 I 
80.00 I 
119.K I 



97 1 


1 366 1 


26.50X1 


1 100.00X1 


1.40X1 


1 2.77X1 


104.16 1 


1 103.59 1 


6.16 1 


1 7.11 1 


67.72 1 


1 80.00 4 


1J7.04 1 


1 119.35 1 




r 1 


212 1 


1 361 1 


58.73X1 


1 lOO.OOXl 


3.07X1 


1 2.73X1 


103.72 1 


1 10?. 47 1 


7,21 1 


1 7.13 1 


80.00 1 


i 60.00 1 


119.35 1 


1 119.35 1 
1 . 1 


266 


1 343 1 


77.55X 


1 loq.ooxl 


3.85X 


1 a. 60x1 


103.45 


1 103.54 1 


7.41 


1 7.16 1 


60.00 


1 80.00 1 


119.35 


1 119.35 1 
i 1 



J 
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TABLE 16 (continued) 



MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
1978 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



PATIENT MANAGEtlEHT 



II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
^ II 
II 



HAfmiCAP 



THE NURSING-HOME 
PATIENT 



CLEFT PALATE 
(AND CLEFT LIP) 



OTHER CRANIOFA- 
CIAL ANOMALIES 



SPINA BIFIDA 



THALIDOMIDE 



I TREATM I TREATM I ' ! ! 

OFFICE JHOSPITALIREF FRREDI CONTACTll 



I 



I 



Nl I 
ROM/<t— ?l.e3Xl 



coiy.\ z.zr/A 

MEANi 103.02 I 
7.62 I 
60.00 I 



S.D. I 
MINI 



MAXi 119.35 I 



I 

^ ^^7 I 
13.24X1 

104.07 I 
5, $8 I 
90.80 
119.35 



I 

6 I 
1.697.1 



II 

189 II 

sz.z^y.l I 

2.73:<ll 



I 



Nl 

muy.\ 



I 



119 I 
33.06/<| 
2.33/<l 
mean! 103.22 I 
S.D.I 7.12 I 
MINI 80.00 I 
MAXi 119.35 I 



I 



Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 



I 



53 I 
15.19X1 
1.04X1 
MEANi 103.66 I 
S.D.I 6.65 I 
MINI 80.00 I 
MAxI 116.27 I 



I 
I 

35 I 
9.72X1 
3.29X1 
105.11 I 
5.28 I 
96.21 I 
119.35 J 
I 

26 I 
7.45X1 
2.44X1 
104^.66 I 
5.70 
95.43 
119.35 



107.14 
4.91 
100.84 
113.95 



I 



I 



Nl \ 17 I 

ROWXl \4.87Xl 

COLXl 0.33X1 

MEANi 10l\.61 I 

S.D.I 7.76 I 

MINI 83.86 

MAXi 114.72 
I 

Nl 1 ^ 

ROWXl 2.93?(f 

COLXl O.ZO'A} 

MEANi 104.15 I 

S.D.I 4.28 I 

MINI 96.98 I 

MAXi 110.09 I 

I I 



100.39 
2.76 



8 

2.22X1 
6.72X1 
97.65 
11.45 
80.00 



II 
II 
II 
II 
II 

198 II 
55.00X11 
2.86X11 



103.73 
7.10 
80.00 
119.35 



II 

TOTAL M 
II 

355 II 
100.00X1 1 
2.69X1 1 
103.61 II 
7.09 II 
80.00 II 
119.35 



II 
II 

360 II 
100.00X11 
2.73X11 



I 
I 
I 

110.87 I 
I 

1^ 



II 
II 



I 
I 
I 
I 

7 I 
2.01X1 
0.66X1 



103.62 
7.06 

eo.oo II 

119.35 II 
II 

267 II 
76.50X11 
3.86X11 
103.47 II 
7.31 



II 
II 



3 

0.86X1 
2.52X1 
100.84 I 
12.58 I 

83.66 I 80.00 II 
113.95 I 119.35 



II 



I 
I 

95.43 I 
103.92 I 
I 

9 I 
2.64X1 
0.85X1 
106.07 I 
6*04 I 
97,75 I 
X19.35 I 
1 



0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 XI 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

/r?o 



II 
II 

325 II 
93.12X11 
4.70X1 1 
103.72 
7.15 
60.00 
119.35 



I 

oM 
0.0 xl 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



XI 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



II 
II 
II 
ir 
II 

322 II 
94.43X1 1 
4.66X11 
103.55 II 
7.26 II 
80.00 II 
119.35 II 
LL 



103.50 
7.13 
80.00 II 
119.35 II 

14 

349 II 
100.00X11 
2.64X11 
103.57 II 
7.10 II 
'80.00 II 
119.35 II 
II 

349 II 
100.00X11 
2.64X11 
103.55 II 
7.15 II 
80.00 II 
119.35 II 
II 

^ 341 II 
100.00X11 
2.58X11 
103.63 II 
7.17 II 
80.00 II 
119.35 II 

LL 



ice 
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TABLE 16 (continued) 



M^N KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
1978 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS MITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



TREATM I TREATM I 



PATIENT MANAGEMENT^ 



HANDI^CAP 


j 


OFFICE 


HOSPITAL 


REFERRED 1 


CONTACT! 


TOTAL It 


DIABETES 


1 

N I 


337 




C X 




1 1 




18 ] 


377 II 




ROM/C I 


69 


.39;^ 


c 

D 




n 


97V 1 


4, 


77Xf 


100 


.00X1 1 


1 r 


CDL/C 1 


6 


.60^^ 


1 


.97/C 


0. 


Q^'/,\ 


0. 


26X1 


- 2 


.66X1 1 


II 


meanI 


103 




105 


.^7 


97. 


75 1 


105. 


04 1 


103 


.66 1 1 


j j 


S.D. 1 


7 


.32 


c 


oU 


0 . 


n 1 
0 1 


4. 


56 1 


7 


4^ II 




hiN 1 


80 


.00 


TO 


9 1 


V7 . 


fC 1 

7d I 


98, 


52 1 


60^00 1 1 


1 1 


MAX 1 


119 


.35 




Ob 


97 . 


75 1 


114. 


73 1 


119 


• 35 II 


1 HEMOPHILIA 


N I 




62 




41 




1 n 1 
ID 1 


234 1 


347 II 




ROMXi 


17 


.67'/, 






o 

c . 


AAV i 


67. 


44X 1 


100 


.00X1 1 


1 ' 


COL'/, 1 


1 


.217. 


3 


,as'/. 






3- 


39X1 


2 


.63X1 1 




meanI 


102 


.99 




.15 


99. 


83 1 


103. 


64 1 


103 


• 61 1 1 


1 1 * 


S.D.I 


6 


.7^ 








16 1 


7. 


25 1 


7 


.12 II 




MTKJ 1 
run 1 


86 


.95 




an 


OU . 


77 1 


60. 


00 1 


60 


.00 II 




MAX 1 


119 


.^B 


1 1 o 




llH. 


72 1 


119. 


35 1 


119 


.35 II 


1 1 CAQDinFHJLMONARY 


^ N I 


307 




c9 




■x 1 
^ 1 




36 1 


371 II 


1 1 DISEASE 


ROW/, I 


82 


.73'/^ 






n 


A1 V 1 


9. 


70X1 


100 


.00X1 1 




COLX 1 


6 


.01'/. 


' 2 


35/C 


2. 


52X1 


0. 


52X1 


2 


.81X1 1 


11 


MEAMI 


103 


.71 


1 nCk 




inn 

lUU ■ 


A^A 1 


.103. 


51 1 


103 


.72 II 




S.D . 1 


7 


.23 


5 


12 




89 1 


7. 


36 1 


7 


.10 1 1 




MINI 


^0 


.00 


90 


.80 


97. 


75 1 


67. 


72 1 


60 


.00 1 1 




MAXi 


119 


.35 


113 


18 


104. 


69 1 

" 1 


117. 


04 1 


119 


.35 II 


1 1 ASTHMA 


Nl 


321 




2l^ 




1 1 




30 [ 


373 II 




ROMXl 


86 


.06/C 


5 


by/. 


0. 


27X1 


8. 


04X1 


100 


.00X1 1 




COLXl 


6 


.Z9'/. 


1 


97'/, 


0. 


84X1 


0. 


43X1 


2 


.83X1 1 




tiEANi 


103 


.39 


10^ 


25 


100. 


84 1 


106. 


26 1 


103 


.66 1 1 




S.D. 1 


7 


.28 


5 


05 


0. 


0 1 


6. 


02 1 


7 


.11 1 1 




MINI 


80 


.00 


96 


21 


100. 


84 1 


68. 


49 1 


60 


.00 1 1 




MAXi 


119 


.35 


113 


18 


100. 


84 1 


117. 


04 1 


119 


.35 II 


1 1 ATHEROSCLEROSIS. 


Nl 


251 




19 




0 1 




91 1 


361 II 




ROMXl 


69 


.53X 


5 


Z6'/ 


0. 


0 XI 


25. 


21X1 


loo 


.00X1 1 




COLXl 




.92X 


1 


7Q'/, 


0. 


0 xl 


1. 


32X1 


2 


.73X1 1 




meanI 


105. 


• 93 


106 


24 


0. 


0 1 


102. 


59 1 


103 


.71 II 




S.D. 1 


7 


.11 




59 


0. 


0 1 


7. 


38 1 


7 


.12 II 




MINI 


80 


.00 1 


99 


29 


0. 


0 1 


60. 


00 II 


60 


.00 1 1 




MAXi 


119 


.35 1 


115 


BO 1 


0. 


0 1 


117. 


04 1 


119 


.35 II 



NO 



If) 7 
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TABLE 16 (continued) 



MEAN KHOMLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
1975 GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATnENT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



HANDICAP 



EMPHYSEMA 



CYSTIC rtBROSIS 



ALLERGIC 
REACTION 



AUTISM 



HYPERACTIVITY 



I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
CDLXl 
MEAN I 
S.D.I 
MINI 
MAX I 



TRE^ATN I TREATM 
OFFICE IHOSPITAI 



PATIENT^MANAGEMENT 



I 

212 I 
57.92X1 
^>.15X| 
102.60 I 
7.56 I 
60.00 I 
119.35 



I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 

mean! 

S.D.I 

minL 

MAX I 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
MEAN I 
S.D.I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
ME AN I 
8.D. I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 

-Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
MEAN I 
S.D.I 
MINI 
MAX I 
I 



I 
I 

26 I 
fi.OSXl 
0.55X1 
102. 5<» I 
7.55 I 
60.00 I 
116.27 I 
I 

260 I 
70.6^X1 
5.09X1 
103.71 I 
6.97 



60.00 
119.35 



I 
I 
I 

r 

20 I 
5.80X1 
0.39X1 
102.15 I 
5.93 I 
90.03 I 
110.09 I 
I 

167 I 

cs7.iexl 

3.27X1 
103.13 I 

7.70 
60.00 
119.35 



29 
7.92X 
2.72X 
105. ^>7 

96.21 
119.35 

10 
2.67X 
0.9^iX 
103.77- 
4.24 I 
97.75 I 
110.67 I 

21 
5.72X 
1.97X 
106.02 
6.16 
96.21 
119.35 

16 
4.64X 
1.50X 
103.05 
3.59 
96.21 
110.09 

23 
6. SOX 
2.16X 
101.10 
5.52 
69.26 
111.64 



1 NO 1 1 
REFERRED I CONTACT 



I 

4 I 
1.09X1 
3.36X1 
101.41 I 
2.46 I 
97.75 I 
104.69 I 
I 

1 I 
0.29X1 
0.84X1 
100.64 I 

0.0 
100.64 
100.64 



I 
I 
I 
I 

3 i 

0.62X1 
2.52X1 
91.06 I 
4.77 I 
86.95 I 
97.75 



I 
I 

1 I 
0.29X1 
0.64X1 
103.15 I 
0.0 I 
103.15 I 
103.15 



I 
I 

9 I 
2.54X1 
7.56X1 
101.26 I 
7.09 
66.49 
113.16 



121 
33.06X 
1.7SX 
104.66 
6.56 
66.95 
119.35 

309 
66.79X 
4.47X 
103.73 
7.16 I 
60.00 I 
119. 3$ I 

63 
22.62X 
1.20X 
103.52 
7.46 
60.00 
116.56 

308 
69.26X 
4.46X 
103.74 
7.35 
60.00 

m.35 

155 
43.79X 
2.24X 
104.66 
6.50 
67.72 
119.35 



TOTAL 



II 

366 II 
100.00X11 

2.77X1 I 

103.61 II 

t7.13 II 
0.00 II 
119.35 II 
II 

346 II 

100.66x1 1 

2.64X1 I 
103.63 II 
7*. 14 I I 
60.00 II 
119.35 II 
II 

367 II 
100.00X1 I 

2.76X11 
103.70 II 
7.14 II 
60.00 
119.35 II 
II 

345 II 
100.00X11 
2.61X11 

103.62 II 
7.14 II 

60.00 II 
119.35 II 
II 

354 II 
100.00X1 I 
2.66X1 1 

103.63 II 
7a3 II 

60. QO II 
119.35 II 



ERIC 
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* TABLE 16 (continued) 



MEAN KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES OF 
197S GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATMENT OF 
PATIENTS NITH VARIOUS HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS 



PATIENT MANAGEMENT 



HANDICAP 




TDC ATM 

.OFFICE 1 


TDP ATM 

IKcA In 
HOSPITAll 


R5F5RREn 


ND 1 
CONTACT 1 1 


1 1 
1 1 

TOTAL 1 1 


I 1 

I I OTHER BEHAVIOR 


Nl 


195 


26 


9 


1 

^ lid 1 


1 1 

348 II 


1 1 PROBLEMS 


ROM^I 


56.03/i 


7.47;^ 


2.59/i 


33,9i;;i 


loo.ooxl 1 


1 1 


COLXl 


3.02X 


• 2,44/i 


7.56/^ 


1.1\A\ 


2.64X1 1 


1 1 


MEANI 


103.67 » 


104.87 


106.07 


103.75 1 


103.65 II 


II 


S.D.I 


7.03 


6.00 


5.69 


7.23 1 


. 7.02 II 


1 j 


minI 


60.00 


92.35 


96.98 


60.00 1 


60 .00 II 


1 1 


MAXI 


119.35 


119.35 


113.95 
\ 


119.35 1 


119.35 II 


1 1 LEUKEMIA 


Nl 


60 


36 


\ 


254 1 


350 1 1 


1 1 




17.14X 


10.29X 


0.0 X 


72.57X1 


ipo. 00X11 


II 1 


COV/,\ 




3.36/^ 


0.0 'A 


3^67X1 


2.65X1 1 


II / 


MEANi 


104.62 


106.56 


0.0 


103.01 1 


103.65 II 




S.D. 1 


6.16c 


5.18 


0-0 


7.55 1 


7.21 II 


II f 


min( 


66 .95 


97.75 


0.0 


60.00 1 


60 . 00 II 


1 1 


MAXI 


117. 0^> 


119.35 


0.0 


119.35 t 


119.35 II 


1 1 OTHER BLOOD 


< Nl 


95 


36 


3 


215 1 


349 1 1 


1 1 OYSCRASIAS 


ROW/C 1 


27.22X 


10.32X 


0.Q6X 


61.60X1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


1.86X 


3.38;r 


2.52X 


3.11X1 


2;64Xl 1 


1 1 


MHANi 


102.93 


105.34 


103.66 


103.76 1 


103.71 II 


1 1 


S.D. 1 


7.19, 


5.08 


3.23 


7.23 1 


7.09 1 1 


1 1 * 


MINI 


60.77 


90.60 


99.29 ' 


60.00 1 


60.00 1 1 




MAXi 


119.35 


119.35 


107.01 


119.35 1 


119.35 1 1 


1 1 BRAIN TUMORS * • 


Nl 


51 


22 


2 


273 1 


348 1 1 




ROM/^I 




6.32X 


0.57;i 


76.45X1 


100.00X1 1 




ZOV/A 


i.oo;i 


2.07X 


i.68;i 


3.95X1 


*2.64X| 1 




meanI 


10^».66 


106.41 


104.31 


103.22 1 


103.64 1 1 




S.D. 1 


6.64 


6.20 


7.33 


7.25 1 


7.16 II 




MINI 


66.95 


96.21 


96.98 


60.00 1 


60.00 11 




MAXi 


114.72 


119.35 


111.64 


119.35 1 


119.35 1 1 


1 1 SARCOMAS 


Nl 


39 


18 


5 


, 260 1 


342 II 




ROWXl 


11.40;: 


5.26X 


1.46X 


81.67X1 


100.00X1 1 




cova\ 


0.76;i 


1.69X 


4.20X 


4.05X1 


2.59X1 1 




meanI 


102.26 


105.94 


96.98 


103.60 1 


103.64 1 1 




S.D. 1 


7.17 


4.68 


11.09 


7.12 1 


7.1^7 II 




MINI 


86.95 


97.75 


80.77 


60.00 1 


80.00" 1 1 




MAX 1 


117.04 


116.27 


111.64 


119.35 1 


119.35 1 1 
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TABLE. 16 (continued) 



aEAN KrWMLEOGE TEST SCORES OF 
197© GRADUATES BY REPORTED TREATME^fT OF 
PATIENTS WITH VARIOUS HAN0ICAPPIM8 COrWITIONS 



PATIENT MAHAGEMEr^T 



HANDICAP 




TREATM 1 
OFFICE 1 


TREATM 
HOSPITAL] 


1 

[R^EFERREpJ. 


MO II 
(JONTACT 1 1 


TOTAL i i 


1 1 SQUAMOUS CELL 


' Nl 


68 1 




42 


9 1 


234 1 


353 1 1 


1 1 CARCINOMA 


' ROW/Cl 


19.26/^1 


11. 


90'/. 


2.55/Cl 


66.29/Cl 


XOO.OO/CII 




COL/Cl 


1.33/<l 


3. 




7.56:^1 


3.395^1 


z.tyy.W 




MEANi 


103.31 1 


105. 


70 


97.92 1 


1^3.62 1 


103.66 II 




S.D. 1 


5.96 1 


6. 


65 


9.36 1 


7.26 1 


7.14 II 




MINI 


66.95 1 


90. 


03 


60.77 1 


60.00 1 


60.00 II 




MAXI 


117.0^* 1 


119. 


35 


107.78 1 


1X9.35 1 


119.35 II 


1 1 OTHER NEOPlASM 


Nl 


131 1 




36 


IX 1 


170 1 


348 1 1 




RCW/Cl 




10. 


34/^ 


3.16/Cl 


46.d5/Cl 


100.00/Cll 




COL^I 


2.57/^1 


3. 


38/C 


9.2W\ 


2.46/Cl 


2.64/^1 1 




MEANi 


103.46 1 


105. 


32 


97.47 1 


103.75 1 


103.61 II 




S»D. 1 


7.^»5 1 


5. 


55 


1 7.65 1 


7.16 1 


7.25 II 


ii ' ^ 


MINI 


63.66 1 


96, 


21 


1 80.77 1 


60.00 1 


60.00 II 


MAXi 


117.0^ 1 


119. 


35 


1 107.01 1 


il9.35 1 


119.35 II 



CHI-SQUARE= 4265.4160 
(NOTE? EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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Table 15 shows comparable data for the 1976 graduates. Again the mean 
test* score for those who responded to the follow-up survey, 102.7, was somewhat 
higher than 100.9, the overall 1^76 mean score. 

For 26 handicapping conditions, those who reported "hospital treatment'' 
had higher mean test scores than any other treatment group. For 21 conditions, 
those reporting "office treatment" had higher mean scores than did those 
reporting "no contact." 

Table 16 shows similar data for the, 1978 graduates. Again for 27 out of 
the 37 conditions, thofua^epor t ing "hospital treatment" had higher mean scores 
than any other category. For only 10 of the conditions did those" report ing 
"office treatment" have higher mean scores than those reporting "no contact." 

Referrals show a mixed picture across the three surveys. The 1974 and 
1978 graduates who made referrals tended to have lower mean ocoreo, but the 
1976 graduates had higher scores, on the whole. 

On the whole, there is little evidence that measured knowledge relates to 
treatment decisions, 

R<»1 at ionsh ip Between Clinical Experience as Students 
and Practice Experience after Graduation 

Tablf^n 17-1 through 17-37 compares, for the 1976 graduates , student experi- 

(»nce in treating rach of the h/3ndicapping conditions with, practice experience 

atter graduation. These tables provide evidence that "hands on" experience as 

students is important in determining later practice. Those who ao students had 

treated two or more patients with a particular condition were more likely than 

^those with lesser experience to accept such patients for office treatment. For 

'20 of the 37 conditions, "office treatment" had a larger entry than any other 

1^ patient disposition. Of those who had treated one such patient, the same 

statoment could be made for 17 out' of the 37 conditions. 

ERIC ^ >j23- 
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TABLE 17 



STUDENT EXPEMENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

\1976/5ftADUATES 

MENTAL RETARDATION 



PRACTICE JEXPRRIENCE 



5^TUngNT EXPHRIgNC^ 



I TREATM I TREATM I | NO I NO I 

I OFFICE IHOSPITAIIr/fERR^DI CONTACTiR^SPONSE 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



I 

Nl 

coi'/A 
I 

Nl 

ROM/: I 

coi'/A 

I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
CQIZ] 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COl'/A 
I 

Nl 

now/A 
coi'/A 
\ 



I 

71 I 
50.29X1 
10. 90/^ I 
I 

e4 I 
&7.i^yA 

b.^Z'/A 

I 

60 I 
66.02/^1 
la.lQ'/A 
I 
I 

69,B^yA 
11.76/^1 
' I 
167 I 
63.26X1 
a^.6SXl 
I 



T 

12 I 
9.0^X1 
20.00X1 
I 

10 I 
23.01X1 
16.67X1 
I 

9 I 
0.74X1 
IS.OOXl 
I 

6 I 
9.52X1 
10^0X1 
I 

23 I 
0.71X1 
30.33X1 
I 



I 

6 I 
4.92X1 
54.55X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 



1.59X1 
, 9.09X1 
I 

4 I 
1.52X1 
.36X1 
I 



36 



21 
21 



I 

26 I 
.31X1 
.31X1 



I 

6 I 
19.05X1 
6.56X1 
I 

24 I 
.23.30X1 
19.67X1 
^ I 
3 I 
12.70X1 
6.56X1 
I 

56 I 
21.21X1 
45.90X1 
I 



I 

7 I 
5.74X1 
25.93X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 



I 

2 I 
1.94X1 
7.41X1 
I 

4 I 
6.35X1 
14^81X1 
I 

14 I 
5.30X1 
51.65X1 
1 



I I I I I I 

Nl 374 I 60 I 11 I 122 I 27 I 

ROMXl 62.96X1 10.10X1 1.05X1 20.54X1 4.55X1 

COLXl 100.00X1 100.00X1 100.00X1 lOO.OOXl 100.00X1 



I 



I 



I 



I 



II 

TOTAL II 
II 

122 II 
100.00X11 
20.54X1 I 
II 

42 II 
100.00X1 I 
7.07X11 
II 

103 II 
100.00X1 I 
17.34X11 
II 

63 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
10.61X1 1 
II 

264 II 
100.00X1 1 
44.44X1 1 
II 

II 

594 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
lOO.OOXl I 
II 



■>.*«?154 



(NOTE: 



CHI-SQUARE 

EXPECTED. CELL FREQUENCIES OF LES^s^HAN B HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



17: 



ERIC 
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JJABLE 17(contlnued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE UXTH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXpIrIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

CEREBRAL PALSY 



STUDENT EXPERlENaE_ 


1 


TREATM 1 

orficE \ 


TREATM 1 
HOSPITAL 1 


REFERRED 1 


NO 1 
CONTACT! 


NO 1 1 
RESPONSEII 


II 

TOTAL 11 


1 1 SEEN PRbStNTA- 


ii 1 


Iv^o 1 






3 1 




11 

IB II 


11 

195 II 


1 1 TION Or PATIENT 


KOH/; 1 


Oil i^TJ\ 
Co •t) /A \ 




1 • 






7.69X1 1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


iz,7oy.\ 


35.71X 


30. 


ooxi 


32.41^1 


33.33X11 
1 1 


32.83X1 1 
1 1 


1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 


Nl 


1 10 


d 




0 1 


17 


6 lV-^41 II 


II OF PATIENT 


ROW^y 




19.51/C 


0. 


0 'A\ 


41.46X1 


14.63X1 1 


lOO.QiOXl 1 




COL^I 




1<^.29X 


0. 


0 'A\ 


5.25X 


13.33X1 1 
• II 


6.90X1 1 
11 


\ \ RESPONSIBLE FOR 


J\ 


32 


d 




1 1 


•46 1 


2 II 


89 II 


1 1 ONE PATIENT 




3S.96/i 


8.99/i 


1. 


12:^^1 


51.69X1 


1.25X1 


100.00X1 1 




^0Lxl 
^ 1 


20.13k 


1^.29/C 


10. 


00'A\ 


a4.20X 


4.44X1 1 
II 


14.98X1 1 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR / 


Nl 


5 


3 




0 1 


10 


2 II 


^20 11 


1 1 TWO OR MORE j 


ROWXI 


2S.00/i 


IB.OO/i 


0. 


0 y.\ 


50.00X 


lO.OOXl 


100.00X1 1 


II ( 

n / 


col;<I 


3.14/i 




0. 


0 '/.\ 


3.09X 


4.44X1 
1 


3.37X11 
II 


1 1 NO RESPONSE j 


Nl 


60 


17 




6 1 


146 


20 1 


249 11 


II / 


ROW/il 


24.10X 




2. 


41X1 


56.63X 


1 d.03X| 


100.00>Cl 1 


:i / 


C0L/{| 




30.36X 


1 60. 


00X1 


45«06X 


44.44X1 
1 


1 41.92X11 
1 11 


















1 II 


II total/ 


Nl 


159 


S6 




10 1 


324 


1 , 1 
1 45 1 


594 11 




ROW^I 




9.^3X 


1 1. 


63X1 


54.55X 


1 7.58X1 


lOO.OOXjl 




COLXl 


100. oox 


1 100.00/^ 


1 100. 


oox 


^'OO.OOX 


1 100.00X1 
1 1 


1 100.00X1 1 
1 11 



CMI-CaUARE= 21.1'>09 
(N0TE5 EXPECTED CELL FREQUEHCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE 'CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTION) 



ERIC 



=125- 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

i 

BLINDNESS 



PPAC ^TICE EX PERIENCE. 



f^Ttm ^NT EXPERIENCE^ 



I TREATH I TREATM I I NO I NO II 



TOTAL II 



I 



I 



I 



I 



I I SEEN PRESENTA- 
I I TION OF PATIENT 
II 
II 

I I HELPED TREATtlENT 

I I OF PATIENT 

II 

H 

I I RESPONSIBLE FOR 

II ONE PATIENT 



II RESPONSIBLE FOr 
I I TWO OR MORE 



1 1 NO RESPONSE 

II 

II 

II 

II TOTAL 

II 

II 



Nl 
UOU'/A 
COLXl 


71 1 
33.16X1 
36.41X1 
1 


11 1 

5.14X1 
30.56X1 
1 


.0 1 
0.0 XI 
0.0 xl 

1 


1 

Nl 
ROMXI 
COLXL 


S 1 
ZB.OO'/A 
2.S6XI 


4 1 
20."00Xl 
ll.XlXl 
1 


0 1 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 

1 


ROU'/.\ 
COLXl 


1. 

^ 13 1 
33.33X1 
6.67X1 
1 


6 1 
£0.51X1 
22.22X1 
1 


0 1 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 

I 


1 

Nl 

coul 


' 5 1 
50.00X1 
a.S6Xl 
1 


0 1 . 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 
1 


0 1 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 

1 


1 

-Nl 
UQU'/A 
COLXl 


101 1 

32.40X1 
51.79X1 


13 1 
4.13X1 
36.11X1 


.0 1 
0.0 XI 

0.0 yf\ 



I 



I 



I 



I 



I 

120 I 
56.07X1 
36.70X1 
I 

10 I 

50.00X1 
3.06X1 
I 

16 I 
41.03X1 
4.69X1 
. I 
4 I 
40.00X1 
1.22X1 
I 

177 I 
56.91X1 
54.13X1 
I 



II 
12 II 
5.61X11 
33.33X11 
II 

1 II 
5.00X1 I 
a. 76X1 I 

II 

2 II 
5.13X1 I 
5.56X11 



IQ.OOXll 
2,78X| I 



I ^ I 
HI 195 I 
ROW^I 32.03/il 6 

eoLXl loo.ooxl 100 

I I 



I 

36 I 
,06X1 
,00X1 
\ 



0 I 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 



f I 

S27 I 
55.05X1 
lOO.OOXl 



1 



20 11 
6.43X1 i 
55.56X1! 
11 

iocaacnssaaa 
11 

36 11 
6-, 06X1 I 
lOO.OOOil I 
11 



214 11 
lOO.OOXl i 
36.03X1 1 
II 

20 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
3.37X11 
11 

39 II 
100.00X1 I 
6.57X11 
I I 

10 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
1.66X1 I 
II 

311 II 
100.00X1 1 
52.36X11 
II 

:C22CC 



II 

594 II 

loo.oo;^! I 

lOO.OOXl I 
II 

2CC2CSS2C2 



(NOTE J 



CHI-SQUARE^ 26.4^32 1 

EXPECTED CELL FREQUENEIES OF LEGS THAM 5 HAVE BEEN USED IM THE CHI-saUARE CALCULATIGH) 



1 74 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUOE^rr EXPERIENCE WITH HAMOICAPPEO PATIENTS 
COHPARED MXTH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

/ DEAFNESS 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE. 



$Tlf9ENT„EXPERIENCE _ 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 

OF PATiErrr 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR KORE 



NO RESPONSE 



N 

ROMX 
COLX 

N 

ROMX 
COLX 

N 

ROMX 
COLX 

N 

eoLX 

N 

ROMX 
COLX 



TREATM 



661 

3.01X 
31 

53. 

11.65X 



5 

62. SOX 

i.efix*^ 

136 
^3.73X 
51.13X 



TOTAL 




NT^ 266 
ROMXl ^^.76y. 

coiy.\ 100. oo>: 
I 



TREATM I 
HOSPITAL I REFERRED 



I 

1^ I 
7.0^X1 
^X.ldXl 
I 

2 I 
11.11X1 
5.6dXl 
I 

^ I 
6u90Xl 
11.76X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 
I 

1"^ I 

^.soxl 

^l.XflXl 

I 



0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

1 

5.56X 
100. oox 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 



0 
0 X 
,0 X 

0 

,0 X 
,0 X 



3^ I 1 
S.72XI 0.17X 



NO I NO I 
CCNTACTlJ^ESPQNSEl 



I 

H 

^3.72X1 
33.59X1 
I 

5 I 
27.76X1 



1.93X4 
I 

19 1 

32.76X1 
7.3^X1 
I 

3 I 

37.50X1 
1,16X1 
' I 
^kH I 
^6.62X1 
S5.9flXl 
I 

I I 

259 I 3^ I 
<43.60Xl 5.72X1 



I 

12 I 
6.03X1 
35.29X1 
I 

2 I 

ii^.iaxi 

5.MXJ 
1 

^ I 

6.90X1 
11.76X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

S.l^'fXl 
^7.06X1 
I 



100. OOXl 100.00^ 100.00X1 lOO.OOXl 

I I I I 



II 



i1 

199 I 
lOO.OOXt 

33.S0JfTl 

I 

Id I 

100.00X1 

3.03;:l 
I 

59 I 

100.00^:1 

9.765U 
I 

w t I 

loo.oo;:! 
1,35^:1 



311 

100. oo:: 

52.36; 



I 

594 I 

100. do;: I 

lOO.OOHl 

I 



r 



CHl-OQUAHEa 



41.6619 



(NOTE! EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-OqyARe CALOULATION) 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

EPILEPSY 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO II 

I OFFICE iHOSPITAtlREFERRED! CO NTACT ! RESPONSE ti 



total' 1 I 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE 



NO .RESPONSE 



I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROWXj 
COL/^I 
\ I 
Nl 
ROW/^I 
COLXl 
I 

- Nl 
ROWXl 
COL/^I 
I 

Nl 

ROW/{| 
COL/{] 
I 



I 

116 J 
76.32X1 
26.61X1 
I 

19 I 
65.52X1 
^.36X1 

t 

77 I 
72.6^X1 
17.66X1 

\ 

- 2^ I 
dO.OOXl 
5.50X1 

I 

200 I 
72.20X1 
^5.87X1 

' I 



I 

11 I 
7.2^X1 
29.73X1 
I 

3 I 
10.34X1 

e.iixi 

I- 

* 5 I 
,7*. 72X1 
£I3.51X| 
I 

1 I 
3.33X1 
2.70X1 
I 

17 I 
6.14X1 
45.95X1 



I 

1 I 
0.66X1 
33.33X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

1 I 
0.94X1 

33-33X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 

b.o XI 



I 

1 I 

0.36X1 
33,33X1 
I 



I 

17 I 
11.18X1 
18.68X^1 
.1 

17.24X1 
5.49X1 
I 

15 I 
14.15X1 
16^48X1 
I 

4 I 
13.33X) 
4.40X1 
»■ 

00 I 
38.05X1 
54,95X1 
I 



II II 

7 11 152 I r 

4.6XXI I 100.00X1 I 

25.93X1 I 25.59X11 



, 2 If 
6.90X1 I 
7.41X1 I 
II 
8 II 
^7.55X11 
29.63X1 I 
II 
1 I I 
3.33X1 1 
3.70X1 I 

:li 

? I I 
3.25X1 1 

33.33X1 I 
U 



29 II 
lOO.OOXl I 

4.88X1 I 
II 

106 11 
XOO.OOXl I 
17.85X1 I 
' I I 

30 II 
lOO.OOXl I 

5.05X1 I 

zn 1 1 
100. oox II 
46.63X1 I 



TOTAl,, 



I 



I 



Nl 436 K -J 37 I 3 r 91 I 

ROWXl 73.40X1 6.23X1 - 0.51X| 15.32X1 
COLXl lOO.OOXl lOO.OOXl lOO.OOXl 100.00X1' 



27 II 594 1 I. 
4.55X1 1 XOO.OOXl I 
100.00X11 100.^0X11 



I 



I 



I 



I 




(NQTE: 



CHI-SQUARE= ia.2437 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN 



^E CHI-S^QUARE CALCULATION) 



TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE'WJTH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 



\ 

• \ 



1976 GRADUATES 



STROKE 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUOENT EXPERIENCE 



TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO I I I I 

OFFICE I HOSPITAL I REFERRED I CONTACT (RESPONSE I I TOTA< | | 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPEO TREATMENT 
oV PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE ^ 



NO RESPONSE 



totAl 




I 

2 1' 
l.'03Z| 
50.00X1 
. • I 
0 I 

0.0 '/A 

o:o 

I 

(f I 
0.0 y.\ 

0.0 XI 



I 

0 I 

0.0 '/.\ 
Q.O XI 

I 

2 I ' 
0.65X19 
50.00X1 
I 



I ,11 II 

63 I -13 II 194 II 

32.47/^1 6.70XN lOO.OOXl I 

29.86X1 35wl4Xl I 32.66X1 I 

I II II 

9 1- 1 H i I 

29.03X1 3.23X|jKl0'0\00X| I 

4.27X1 2.70X11 5.22X11 

\ If-. II- 

12 I 5 11 , 51 I I 

23.53X1 9.80X1 I lOO.QOXl I 

5.69X1 13.51X11 8.59X1! 

I II ^ 4r 

3 1' 0 I I 5, 9 f I 

33.33X1 0.0 '/A I lOO.OOXl | 

1.42X1 0.0 XI I " 1.52X1 I ' 

t HI If. 

124 i/ 18 11" 309 I I 

40.13X1 5.83X11 lOO.OO/.l I 

58.77X1 48.65X1 ^ 52.02X1 I 

I iirv II 



.11 II " 

298 I 44 I '4 I 211 I 37 I I ^4 I I 

50.17X1 7.41X1 0.67X1 35.52X1 6.23X1 I "100.00X1 I 

lOO.OOXl 100.00X1 m.OOXl lOO.OOXl 100.00X11 100.00X11 



I 



I 



II 



II 



I . CHI-SqUARE= 12.1536 

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL 'FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHItSQUARE CALCULATION) 



1 77 . ^ , 



Of 



y. 



TABLE XI (continued) 



^TUDENT EXPERIENCp. WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
.COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE ^ERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 



PARKINSONISM 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



TREIrTM T TREATM f I 
OFFICE IfToSPITALlRfFERREDl 



NO I NO II 
CONTACT I RESPONSE II 



TOTAL II 



II 

I I SEEN PRESENTA- 
I I TION OF PATIENT 
II 
II 

I I HELPED TREATMENT 
I I OF PATIENT ' 

IJ " " . 
II 

I I RESPONSIBLE FOR 
I I ONE PATIENT 
II 
11 

I I RESPONSIBLE FOR 
I I TWO OR MORE 
11 

M* 

I I NO RESPONSE 

II 
II 



I 

. Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
1 

i 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

H\ 
ROWX I 
COLXl 
I 



I 

68 I 
31.^8X1 
40.48X1 
I 

7 I 
28.00X1 
4.17X1 

5 I 
' 17.86X1 
2.98X1 
I 

2 I 
66.67X1- 
1.19X1 

J 

86 I 
26.71X1 
51.19X1 
I 



I 

16 'l 
7.41X1 
42.11X1 
I 

4 I 
16.^00X1 
10.53X1 
I 

g 3 I 

10.71X1 
7.8^X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 

O^i XI 
I 

' 15' I 
4; 66X1 
39.47;il 
I 



1 

0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 Xl 
I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 

o.d xl 



I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 

I 

0 I 
0.0X1 
0.0 xl 

I 

1 I 

0.31X1 
100. 00X1 

I 



I 

114 I 
52.78X1 
33.43X1 
I 

11 I 
44.00X1 
3 ^2^ I 
L 

^^ > 
64.29X1 

ft-. 28X1 
^ I- 
0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 Xl 
o I 
198 I 
61.49X1 
58.06X1 
I 



iTTK, 

6.^3X11 ] 
39.13X1 I 



12.00X1 1 
6.52X1 I 

2 I I 
7.14X1 I 
4.35X1 I 
II 
1 I I 
33.33X1 I 
2.17X1 I 

22 I I 
6.83X1 I 
47\83X| I 



216 II 

loo.ooxl r 

36 . 36X I I 

25 I I 
100.00X1 I 
4.21X1 I 
II 

' 28 I L 
100.00X1 I 
4.71X1 I 
II 
3 II 
100.00X1 I 
0.51X1 I 

ir 

322 I I 
100.00X1 L 
54.21X1 I 



✓ 




r 1 


1 


1 


1 


* 1 1 






1 1 JOTAL 

\\ 


Nl 168 1 
ROMXl 28.28X1 6 
CQLXl lOO.OOXl 100 


38 1 
.40X1 
.00X1 


1 1 
0.17X1 
100.00X1 


341 1 
57.41X1 
lOO.OOXl 


46 1 1 
7.74Xri 
100.00X1 1 


594 1 1 
100.00X1 1 
100.00X1 1 




II 


.1 1 


1 


1 


1 


f 1 














Jim 










CHI-SqUARE= 




19.0800 









(note: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAyE BEEN* USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



17S 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED MITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 







TREATM 1 


TREATM 1 






NO 1 


NO 11 


II 


STUDENT EXPERIENCE 




OFFICE IHOSPITALIR 


EFERREDl 


CONTACT 1 


response! 1 


JOTAL 11 


1 1 ^ 

I 1 ^FFKI PRFflWTA-i 

II ^ C C rf rr\C ^1^1 1 A 


N 1 




96 1 




1 

5 1 




0 i 




16 1 


11 

6 M 


II 

125 1 J 


1 1 TION OF PATIENT 


ROMXI 


76 


.eo>;| 


^. 


00X1 


0. 


0 XI 




60X1 


6«.<^0Xll 


lOQ.OOXl) 




COLXl 


20 


.73X1 


16. 


67X1 
1 


0. 


0 xl 




25Xt 


36.36X1 1 


2^.04X1) 
II 


I 1 

I I HELPED tREATMENT 


N| 




12 1 




3 1 




0 1 




1 t 




18 II 


1 1 OF PATIENT 


UOU'A] 


66 




16. 


67X1 


0 


0 X) 




56X| 


IX.IIXJI 


loo.poxi 1 




CO Da 


2 


.59'/.] 


10. 


00X1 


0 


0 xl 


I 


.27X1 


9,09/:< 1 


3.03X11 












1 










^ ir 


M 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


N| 




66 1 




8 1 




0 1 




7 1 


I M 


102 II 


1 1 ONE PATIENT 


ROMXI 


6^ 


.ziy.\ 


7. 


6^*X1 


0 


0 'Al 


*6 


.66X1 


0.98X11 


lOO.OOXU 


COLXl 


16 


.57'/.] 


26. 


67X1 


0 


0 xl 


6 


.66X1 


U.5S/.\l 


l7.l7Xf 1 












1 










11 


il 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


N| 




22 1 




1 1 




Q 1 




1 1 


4 II 


28 n 


1 1 TWO OR MORE 


. ROWXl 


7fi 


.57/41 


3. 


57X1 


Q 


0 x| 


3 


.57XJ 


14.29X11 


JQO.OOXfl 




CDD^l 




.75>;l 


3. 


33X1 
1 


0 


0 '/.\ 


I 


.27X1 


48.18X1 1 
II 


71X11 
)l 


1 1 NO RESPONSE 


N| 


2^7 1 




13 1 




0 1 




54 1 


V 1) 


321 II 




ROMXt 


76 


.9sy.\ 




05X1 


0 


0 Xl 


16 


.02X1 


2.18X1 riiJO.OOXl 1 




COLX] 


53 
* 


.35X1 


^3. 


33X1 
1 


0 


0 xl 


66 


.3^X1 


3;. 82X1 1 
'II 


54,04X1 1 


1 1 ^ 
1 1 TOTAL 


Nl 


9 


^63 f 




„ 1 
30 1 




0 1 




79 1 


II 

22 1 1 


\ 

594X1 1 




ROMXI 


77 


.95X1 


5. 


05X1 


9 


.0 xl 


13 


.30X1 


3.70X1 1 


lofe.ooxKl 




COLXI 


100 


.OOX^ 


100. 


00X1 
1 


0 


.0X1 


100 


.ooxKio&.ooxl 1 

n 11 


100.00X1 K 

11 




CHI-SQUARE= 34.9422 
(N0/e?\EXPECT/D CEii^L FREQUtNCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEH USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



) 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COHPAREOOjIITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCeWtER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 



POLIOMYELITIS 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



.1 



NO 



I 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



TREATM I TREATM I 

OFFICE iHOSPITALiREFERREDl CONTAC T 1 RESPONSE 11 



I 



SEEN PRESENTA- 


^ Nl 




41 1 


7 1 


TION OF PATIENT 


ROW/A 


19.81X1 


3.36X1 




rni y 1 
1 




077.) 
1 


46 .67/C 1 

1 


HELPED TREATMENT 


Nl 




0 1 


2 1 


OF"W«ffiT 


ROW/A 


0. 


0 '/A 


22.22X1 




coul 

1 


0 


0 '/A 

' 1 


13.33XJ 
1 


RESPONSIBLE FOR 


n4 




3 1 


1 1 


ONE PATIENT 


ROMXl 


13.6^/^1 


4.55X1 




COLXl 
1 


3 


.37/^1 
1 


6.67X1 
1 


RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 




0 \ 


0 1 


TMO OR MORE 


ROMXl 


0 


.0 yA 


0.0 XI 




COL^^I 
1 


0 


.0 '/A 

1 


0.0 Xl 
1 


NO RESPONSE 


III 




45 1 


5 1 




ROW/A 


12 


.IB'/A 


1.42X1 




COL/I 
1 


50 


.Bb'/A 

1 


33.33X1 

^ 1 


TOTAL 


1 

. Nh 




1 

09 1 


1 

15 1 




rouyA 


14 


.98/Cl 


2.S3XU 




coul 


100 


.OO'/A 


lOO.OOXt 




1 




1 


1 



I ^ I 

0 I 142 I 

0.0 ^ 66.60/^1 

0.0 '/A 32.57X1 

I- I 

0 7 1 

0.0 '/A 77.78X1 

0.0 XI 1.61X1 

1^ I 

0 I 14 I 

0.0 Xl 63.64X4 

0.0 Xl 3.21X1 

'I I 

0 I 3 I 
0.0 Xl 100.00X1 

0.0 Xl 0.69X1 

I I 

^ 1 ! 270 I 

0.28X1 76.49X1 

100.00X1 61.93X1 

I I 



I 

' 1 I 
0.17X1 
)O.OOXl 
1 



I 

436 I 
73.40X1 
LOO. 00X1. 
I 




(NOTE: 



CHI-SQUAf)E= 28.4937 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE. BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



Is 



(J 



TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE MITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
^ COMPARTED NITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 



7 



SPINAL CORD INJURIES 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 1 


TREATM 
OFFICE 


TREATil 1 
HOSPITAL 


J 

[REFERREDl. 


NO 1 NO 1 1 
CONTACTl RESPONSE M 


TOTAL II 


II 

1 1 SEEN PRESENTA- 


^^N| 


33 


. 17 




1 

0 1 


1 

126 1 


II 
II 


195 II 


1 1 TION OF PATIENT 


ROWX 1 


16.92^ 


d.72X 


0. 


0 Xh 


6^.62X1 


9.V4XI 1 


100 


.00X1 1 




COLXl 


30.d4X 


42.50X 


0. 


0 XI 


31.62X1 


39.5^1 1 


32 


.63X1 1 


II 


t 1 








1 








1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 


Nl 


3 


0 




0 1 


9' 1 


Oil 




12 1 1 


1 1 OF PATIENT 


ROMXj 


25.00X 


0.0 '/, 


0. 


0 XI 


75.00X1 


0.0 XI 1 


100 


.00X1 1 




COUl 


2.80X 


0.0 y. 


0. 


0 XI 


2.27X1 


0.0 xl 1 


2 


.02X1 1 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 


12 


2 




0 \\ 


1 

Id 1 


2 H 




34 1 1 


1 1 ONE PATIENT 


ROMXI 


35.29X 


B.BBZ 


0. 


0 XI 


52.94X1 


5.ddX| 1 


100 


.00X1 1 




COLXI 


11.21X 


5.00X1 


0. 


0 Kl 


4.55X1 


4.17X1 1 


5 


.72X1 1 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 


1 1 


1 




0 1 


1 

3 1 


0 1 1 




5 II 


1 1 TWO OR MORE 


ROU'/A 


20.00/Cl 


20.00X 


0. 


0 XI 


60.00X1 


0.0 XII 


100 


.00X1 1 




COLXi 


0.9ZZ 


Z.BO'/A 


0. 


0 XI 


0.76X1 


0.0 xM 


0 


.64X1 1 


1 1 NO RESPONSE 


Nl 


SB 1 


20 1 




3 1 


1 

240 1 


27 II 


346 1 1 




ROMXl 


16.67X 1 


5.75X1 


0. 


86X1 


66.97X1 


7.76X11 


100 


.00X1 1 




COLXI 


54.21M 


50.00X1 


100. 


ooxi 


60.61X1 


56.25X1 1 


56 


.59X1 1 














1 


irii 






ir " 












1 








1 1 TOTAL 


Nl 


107 1 


^0 1 




3 1 


^ 396 1 


46 M 


594 II 




. ROMXl 


18.01X1 


6.73X1 


0. 


51X1 


66.67X1 


6.06X1 1 


100 


.00X1 1 


1 1 ' 


COL>:l 


100.00X1 


lOO.OOXl 


100. 


00X1 


100.00X1 
1 


100.00X1 1 


100 


. OOXi 1 
Jl 



. 5^ ^" 

CHI-sqUARE= 16.1738 
(KO^E! EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI- 

I 
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CALCULATION) 



TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
V. ^ COMPARED WITH 

PRACTICE EXPERIENqE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

MULTIPLE SCLERDSIS 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUngNT_gXPERIENC^_ 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 

ONE Patient 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



N 

ROW/C 
COL/C 

\ I 

Nl 

ROW/Cl 

col;^ 

N 

ROW;^ 

col;^ 

N 

ROM^ 
C0L5^ 

N 



N 

ROW/. 

coiy. 



TREATM I TREATM I I NO T ND II 

OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERR EDI CONTACT I RESPONSE I! 



TOTAL 



II 
IL 



32 
15.61/C 
36 . 367. 

1 

1.1^ 



I 

12 I 
5.85X1 
35.Z9y.\ 
I 

1 I 

6.25/^1 

I 

7 1 7 1 

23.33X1 23.33X1 
7.95X1 20.59X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 Xl 



1 

33.33X 
1.14X 

<*7 
13.a2X 
53. '^IX 



I 

0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 xl 

I 

d I 
0.0 xj 
0.0 xl 

I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 

0.6 xl 
I 

0 I 
0.0 '/\ 

0.0 xl 



I 

I'* I 

<*.12Xl 
^1.16X1 

I 



I 

1 I 

0.29;;^ I 

lOO.OOKl 



I 



I 

147' I 
71.71X1 
34.92X1 
I 

13 I 
61.25X1 
3 . 09X I 
I 

10 I 
33.33X1 
2.30X1 
I 

1 I 
33.33X1 
0.24X1 
. I 
250 I 
73.53X1 
59.38X1 
I 



II 
14 II 
6t63X| I 
28.O0XI I 
II 
1 II 
6.25Xt I 
2.00X1 I 
II 
6 II 
20.00X1 I 
12.00X1 I 
II 

S II 
33.33X1 I 
2.00X1 I 
II 

28 II 
8.24X1 I 
56.00X1 I 
II 



I I I II 

34 I 1 I 421 I 50 I I 

5.72X1 0.17X1 70.88X1 8.42X1 1 

100.00X1 100.00X1 100.00X1 100.00X1 100.00X11 

I ~ I I I II 



I 

88 I 
14.81X1 



II 

205 I I 
IQO.OOXl I 
34.51X1 I 
II 

16 II 
100. 00X1 I 
2.69X1 I 
II 

30 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
5.05X1 I 
II 
3 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
0.5XXI I 
II 

340 I I 
100.00*/<l I 
57.24Xi I 
II 

II 

594 I I 
lOO.OOXl I 
lOO.OOMi I 
II 



(NOTE J 



CHI-SQUARE= 36.8605 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUEfKIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



18c 
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TABLE 17(continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE HITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED MITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIE^4CE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

MUSCUUR DYSTROPHY 







TDPATM 1 

1 K CM 1 n 1 


TP F ATM 1 
1 n c*M III I 


.1 Al^C cArc 


tAtr<\..ii 

NO 1 


NO 1 1 








npPTPP 1 


Hn<>PTTAI 1 


DPPPDDPn 1 


CONTACT! 


RESPONSE II 


TOTAL 1 1 


1 1 SEEN PRESENTA- 


Nl 


22 1 




1 1 


l^fi 1 


20 II 


195 1 1 


1 1 TION OF PATIENT 


RCMXl 


11.26/C 


2.05X1 


0.51X1 


75.90X1 10.26X1 1 


loo.ooxl 1 




COL/Cl 


31.43/Cl 


21.05X1 


33.33X1 


33.10X1 


35.71X11 


32.03X1 1 


1 1 HcLHcD TKcATntNT 




c 




n 1 


19 1 


3 1 


27 1 1 


1 1 np DATTPMT 




7 61 7 


11 . IIX 


0.0 xl 


70.37X1 


11.11X1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


2.66X 


1S.79X 


0.0 Xl 


4.26X1 


5.36X1 


4.55X1 1 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 


7 


1 


0 1 


17 1 


4 1 


29 II 


\l ONE PATIENT 


ROMXl 




3.^SX 


0.0 Xl 


50.62X1 


13.79X1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


lO.OOX 


5.26X 


0,0 Xl 


3.01X1 


7.14X1 


4.68X1 1 


II RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 


2 


1 


0 1 


0 1 


1 1 


4 1 1 


1 1 TWO OR^ORE 


ROWXl 


50.00Z 


25. OCX 


0.0 Xl 


0.0 xl 


25.00X1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


2.06/C 


5.26X 


0.0 xl 


0.0 XI 


1.79X1 


o.67;:l 1 


1 1 NO RESPONSE 


Nl 


37 


10 


2 1 


262 1 


•26 1 


339 II 




RCNXl 


10.91/C 


. 2.95X 


0.59X1 


77.29X1 


6.26X1 


loo.ooxN 


II IT 


COLXl 


52.e6/C 


52.63X 


66.67X1 


50.74X1 


50.00X1 


57.07X1 1 


II TOTAL 


Nl 


70 


19 


' \ I 
3 1 


1 

'446 1 


56 1 


^ 594 It 




ROMXl 


11.70X 


3.20X 


0.51X1 


75.06X1 


^ 9.43X11 


100.00X1 1 




COL/Cl 


100. oox 


100. OOX 


100.00X1 


100. oo;^ 


100.00X1 


100.00/^1 1 



(NOTE: 



CHI-SQUARE- 26.5600 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE CEEN USED IN THE CHI-fiQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED HITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

FACIAL TRAUMA FROM ACCIDENTS 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE- 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 

SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 

II 
II 
II 
II 
II 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE 
TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



FOR 



FOR 



TOTAL 



I TREATM I TREATM I I 
I OFFICE iH nSPITALlREFERREDl 



NO I HO J I M 
CONTACT I RES P?^^?^ I I tOTAL I I 



I 

Nl 
COLXl 

I 

Nl 

nouy.\ 

COLXl 

I 

Nl 
COLXl 

I 

Nl 

now/A 

COLXl 

I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 



I 

66 I 

ZZ.Sb'/A 
I 

^7 I 
7(r.l57.l 

la.adxl 
I 

36 I 
76.00X1 
10.^1X1 
I 

1<* I 
66.6r/.l 

s.e'^xl 
I 

160 I 
08.06X1 
^9.32X1 
I 



\ 

17 I 
11.6^X1 
27.^2X1 
I 

7 I 
10.^5X1 
11.29X1 
I 

4 I 
6.00X1 
6.4SXI 
I 

2 I 
9.52X1 
3.23X1 
I 

32 I 
).0.32Xt 
i>1.61Xl 
I 



I 

7 I 
^.79X1 
41.16X1 
I 

* 1 I 
1.49X1 
5.68X1 
, I 
1 I 
2.00X1 
5.66X1 
I 

1 I 
4.76X1 
5.66X1 
I 

7 I 
2.26X1 
41.16X1 
I 



I 

27 I 
18.49X1 
23.26X1 
I 

6 I 
11.94X1 

6.90X1 
I 

7 I 
14.00X1 

6.03X1 
I 

2 I 
9.52X1 
1.72X1 
I 

72 I 
23.23X1 
62.07X1 
I 



II 
9 II 
6.16Xn 
26.47X1 I 
II 

4 II 
5.97X1 I 
11.76X1 I 
II 
0 II 
0.0 Xll 
0.0 Xll 
II 
2 II 
9.52X11 
5.86X1 I 
II 

19 II 
6.13X1 I 
55.69X1 I 
II 



II 

146 II 
lOO.OOXit 
24.56X1 I 
II 

67*^11 
lOO.OOXl I 
11.26X1 I 
II 

50 II 
100.00X1 I 
8.42X1 I 
II 

21 II 
100.00X1 I 
3.54X11 
II 

310 II 
100.00X1 I 
52.19X1 I 
II 



> 

^ Nl 365 I 62 I 17 I 116 I 34 I I 594 II 

ROWXl 61.45X1 ia.44Xl 2.66X1 19.53X1 5.72X11 100.00X11 
COLXl 100.00X1 100.00X1 100. 00X1 100.00X1 100.00X11 100.00X11 
I I I I I II • 



II 



CHI-SQUARE= 16.6376 
(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXP£RIEf)CE UITH HANOICAPPEO PATIENTS 
COMPARED MITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

MULTIPLY-HANDICAPPED 



.STUDENT EXPERIENCE 


1 
1 


TREATM 1 
OFFICE 1 


TREATM 1 1 
HOSPITALIREFERREDK 


NO 
CONTACT 


NO 1 1 
RESPONSE II 


TOTAL II 


1 1 SEEN PRESENTA* 


1 

Nl 




50 




1 

14 1 




0 1 


90 


10 II 


164 II 


1 1 TION OF PATIENT 


ROM/Cl 






8 


54/^1 


0. 


0 XI 


54.d8X 


6.10X1 1 


100. 


00X1 1 




COLXl 


31. 


067, 


29 


17X1 


0. 


0 XI 


27.27X 


10.67X1 1 


27. 


kxll 


^11 HELPED TREATMENT 


1 

Nl 




6 




1 

3 1 




0 1 


19 


2 1 




32 II 


1 1 OF PATIENT 


ROM/^I 


25. 


OOX 


9 


*36Xl 


0. 


0 XI 


59«30X 


6^.25X1 


100. 


00X1 1 




coiy.\ 


4. 


977, 


6 


Z57\ 


0, 


0 xl 


5f^6X 


1 3.77X1 


5. 


39X1 1 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


1 

Nl 




19 




1 

7 1 




0 1 


20 


9 1 




63 1 1 


1 1 ONE PATIENT 




30. 


167 


11 


ml 


0. 


0 XI 


44. ^4X 


14.29X1 


100. 


00X1 1 




COl'/A 


11. 


B07 


14 


BQ7\ 


0. 


0 xl 


d.40X 


16,96X1 


10. 


61X1 1 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


1 

Nl 




10 




1 

4^1 




0 1 


6 


2 1 




22 II 


1 1 JVIQ OR MORE 


4}om;^ I 




^B7 


18 


IBXl 


0. 


0 xl 


27.27X 


9.09X1 


100. 


00X1 1 




coud 


6. 


Z17 


Q 


33X1 


0. 


o.xi 


l.d2X 


3. .77X1 


3. 


70X1 1 


1 1 m RESPONSE 


1 

Nl 




74 




1 

20 1 




Z 1 


167 


30 1 


313 IJ 




ROM/^I 


23. 




6 


39X1 


0. 


64x1 


59.74X 


9.58X1 


100. 


00X1 1 




COL^Cl 
1 






41 


67X1 
1 


100. 


00X1 


56.67X 


56.60X1 


52. 


69X1 1 


II TOTAL 


1 

Nl 

COLXl 
1 


161 
27.10X 
100. OOX 


1 

46 1 
O.OdXl 
100.00X1 
1 


0. 
100. 


2 1 
34X1 
00X1 


330 
55.56X 
100. OOX 


53 1 
6.92X1 
100.00X1 


■ E 
100. 
100. 


94 II 

ooxM 

00X1-1^ 
II 



CHI-SqUARE= 21.W67 
(NOTES EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATtON 

1976 GRADUATES 

THE HOME-BOUND PATI^T 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE, 



STUDRNT EXPKRIBNCE 



TREATM I TREATM I I NO I ND II 

OFFICE I HOSPITAL I REFERRED I CONTAC T I RESPONSE! I 



TOTAL II 



I SEEN PRESENTA- 
I TION OF PATIENT 

r 

I ^ 

I HELPED TREATMENT 

I OF PATIENT 

I 

I 

I RESPONSIBLE FOR 
I ONE PATIENT 
I 
I 

I RESPONSIBLE FOR 
I TWO OR MORE 
I 
\ 

I NO RESPOhSE 
I 



I 



I 



I 



I 



I 



Nl 


2a 4 




6 1 


1 1 


137 1 


16 II 


ROW/^I 


l4.89Z| 




^Xf 


0.53X1 


72.87X1 


0.51X1 1 


COLXI 






i3X| 


100.00X1 

1 


31.6^X1 
1 


ZQ.BTYA I 


1 

Nl 


1 

2 1 






0 1 


6 1 


0 II 


ROWXl 


22.22X1 


11. 




0.0 xl 


66.67X1 


0.0 xll 


COLZl 


2.33X1 






0.0 xl 


1.39X1 


0.0 Xll 


1 


1 




V 1 


1 


1 


n 


Nl 


1 1 




1 


0 1 


6 1 


4 1 1 


ROWXl 


7.69/J 


d. 


\y.\ 


0.0 xl 


61.54X1 


30.77X1 1 


CDLXl 


1.16X1 


0. 


0 *xl 


0.0 xl 

1 


1.65X1 
1 


7.14X1 1 


1 

Nl 


1 

0 1 




1 

1 1 


0 1 


5 1 


' 2 II 


ROWXl 


0.0 xl 


12.50X1 


0.0 xl 


62.50X1 


25.00X1 1 


COLXl 


0.0 xl 


5.56X1 
1 


0.0 xl 

1 


1*15X1 
1 


3.67X1 1 


1 

Nl 


1 

5S 1 




10 1 


0 1 


277 1 


34 II 


RONXl 


1^.63X1 


2.66X1 


0.0 y.\ 


73.67X1 


9.Q4XI 1 


COLXl 


63.95X1 


55.56X1 


0.0 xl 


62.97X1 


60,71X1 1 



lae II 

100.00X1 I 
31.65X1 I 

II 

9 II 
100.00X1 I 
1.52X1 I 
II 

13 II 
100.00X1 I 
2.19X1 I 
II 
8 II 
100.00X1 I 
1.35X1 I 
II 

376 II 
100.00X11 
63.30X1 I 

11 



I 

1, TOTAL 
I 



I I 

Nl 66 I 

ROWXl 14.4QXI 

COLXl 100.00X1 

I I 



I 

- 18 I 
3.03X1 
100.00X1 
I 



I 

1 I 
0.17X1 
100.00X1 



I 



I II II 

433 I 56 II 594 II 

72.90X1 9.43X1 1 100.00X1 I 

100.00X1 100.00X11 100.00X11 

I II II 



CHI-SQUARE2 10.8600 
(NOTE: .EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 




TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED HITH . 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 



1976 GRADUATES 
^ THE NURSI^4G-H0HE PATIENT 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



\ STUOCNT EXPERIENCE 



II 




I I 5J*N PRESENTA- 

II TlWtDF PATIENT 



HfilPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FDR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FDR 
TMO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



N 

RDMXI 
COLXl 

N! 
ROMX 
COLX 

N 

ROMX 

cqix 

N 

ROMX 
COLX 

N 

ROMX 
COLX 



I 

I TOTAL 
I 



N 

ROM/< 

COLX 
r, 



TREATM 
OFFICE 



^9 
29.34X1 
26.63X1 

13.79X 
2.17X 

13 
44,d3X 
7,t)7X 

3 

1©,75X 
1.63X 

115 

62. BOX 



164 
30.9aX 
100. oox 



TREATM I I NO I NO II I 

HOSPITAL! REFERRED I COHTAp TtPFSPONSE 1 1 TOTAL \ 



I 

17 I 
10.16X1 
26.33X1 
I 

6 I 
20.69X1 
lO.OOXl 
I 

3 I 
10.34X1 
5.00X1 
I 

s I. 

31.25X1 
6.33X1 
I 

29 I 
3.22X1 
46.33X1 



0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 xl 

I 

1 I 

3.45X1 
14.29X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 Xl 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 xl 

I 

6 I 
1.70X1 
65.71X1 



I 

69 I 
53.29X1 
29.47X1 
I 

18 t 

62.07X1 
5.96X1 
I 

9 I 
31.03Xj 
2.96X1 
J 

e'l 

50.00X1 
2.65X1 
I 

175 I 
50.42X1 
58.94X1 
I 



IJ 



7 
29 



13 
9 



7 
60 



12 \ 
19X1 
27X1 
I 

0 I 

.0 XI 
.0 XI 

I 

Vl 

.79X1 
.76X1 
I 

0 I 

.0 XI 
.0 xl 

I 

25 I 
,06X1 
.96X1 
I 



I 

60 r 7 1 
10.10X1 1.16/M 
100.00X1 100.00X1 
I I 



I 

302 I 
50.64X1^ 6 
100. OOX f 100 
I 



I 

41 1 

.90X1 
.00X1 
I 



100. OOX I 
20.11X1 
I 

29 I 
100.00X1 
4.66X1 
I 

Zf I 

IQO.OOXl 
4.^6X1 
I 

16 I 
lOO.OOXl 

2*69X1 
' I 
353 t 

leo.OQxl 

59.45X1 
I 

I 

59*^ I 
lOO.OOXl 
lOO.OOXl 
I 



CHI-SQUAHE= 30.2037 
(NOTE: EXPECTED PELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IH THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



o 
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^ TABLE 17(eontlnued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE HITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED MITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 



1976 GRADUATES 
CLEFT PALATE (AND CLEFT LIP) 

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE, 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 
V 

HELPED. TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 

RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



Nl 

RONXl 
COL/Cl 

N 

ROWX 
COLX 

N 

ROMX 
COLX 

N 

ROW/. 
COLX 

N 

ROWX 
COLX 



N 

ROWX 
COLX 



TREATM 

OFFJLCE. 



3e.66X 
35.3^X1 

17 I 
36.17X 
7.33X 

53.66X 

3 

33.33X 
1.29X 

lOQ 
37.69X 

232 
39.06X 
lOO/OO/C 



TREATM I , 
HOSPITAL I REFERREO 



I 

16 I 
7.55X1 
36.36X1 
I 

^ I 
8.51X1 
9.09X1 
I 

2 ( 

^.esxl 

^.55X1 
I 

3 I 
33.33X1 

6.32X1 
I 

19 I 
6.67X1 
^3.18X1 
- I 

I 
I 

7.^1X1 
100.00X1 
I 



3 

i.aax 

37,55X 
0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

0 

0.0 X 

0. 0 X 

1 

ll.llX 
12.50>^ 

1. ^OX 
50. OCX 



6 

1.35X 
100. oox 



NO I NO I 
CONTACT I PESPONSEl 




I 

16 I 
7.55X1 
^2.11X1 
I 

1 I 
2.13X1 
2.63X1 

I 

2 1 
a. 66X1 
5.26X1 

I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 



I 

19 I 
6.67X1 
50.00X1 
I 



I 

272 I 
^♦5.79X1 
100.00X1 
I 



I 

35 I 
6.40X1 
100.00X1 
I 



.. TOTAL, 



I 

212 I 
100.00^1 
35.69X1 
"^1 
47 I 
100.00X1 
7.91X1 
I 

41 I 
lOO.OOXl 
6.90X1 
I 

9 I 
lOO.OOXl 
1.52X1 
I 

235 I 
lOO.OOXl 
47.98X1 
I 

I 

594 I 
lOO.OOXl 
lOO.OOXl 
I 



(NOTE J 



CHI-SQUARE= 24.050© 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI- 



SQUARE ^aIcwlation) 



i 



TABLE 17(continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED MITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 



4^ 




1976 GRADUATES 



OTHER CRANIOFACIAL ANOMALIES 



F_RACTICE_EXP_eRIENCE_ 



_QTUnENT__EXPERieNt^E_ 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 

RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR ITORE 



NO RESPONSE 



N 

ROM/C 
COLX 

N 

ROWX 
CDLX 

N 

COLX 
N 

COLX 
N 

COLX 



TOTAL 



N 



TREATM I 

-QF-EICE-!! 



32. 
39.02^ 

16.67/C 
3.66X 

21.0GX 

z 

11. 75:^ 

DO.OOX 



02 
13.605i 

iDO.oo:^ 



IREATM I 

HO^PmL tREF.EPREa 



16 
7.92X 

22.22X 
12.12X 

1 

B.26;< 
» 

Q 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

12 

36 . 



33 
100. QO;^ 



0.99X 

' 0 

0.0 >: 

0.0 X 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

» 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

3 

0.G6X 
60.OOX 



G 

100. oox 



NO I m 

CR>4TACTlREr>P0NSl 



130 

6<i.36X 
^31.25X 



10 
5S.S6X 
2.C»0X 



i; 

, 57.09;^ 
2.6C>X 

3 

50.00X 
0.7eX 

' 262 

7S.07X 

62.90X 



70 



100. OOX 



' 10.69X 
37.93X 

1 

5.S6X 
1.72X 

3 

15.79/C 
5.17X 

1 

16.67X 
1.72X 

31 

Q.OOK 
GJ.^SX 

/ DO 
I9.76X 

100. oo;^ 



II 



I 

202 I 
XOO.ODXl 

3<^.oi;U 

I 

10 I 
loo.oOxl 

3.03X1 
I 

;9 I 
loo. 00;^ I 

1/ 3*20X11 
I 

6 I 
100. OOX I 
1.01X1 

I 

3^9 I 
100,00X1 
50*75X1 
I 



3 n G n G na n 2 2 2 a a a □ acn □ n □ 2 a □ 2 G 2 Q a c c c c GC; 3 QG □ a 



I 

59^ I 
^ lOO.OOXl 
100.00X1, 

I 



CHI-S«5UAPEc 2^1.1093 
(NOTE^ EXPfiCTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE DGEN USED IN THE CHI-CqUARE CALCUUTIGN) 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
CONPARED HITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES ' 

SPINA BIFIDA 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPEDIENCE 



SCEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



N 

ROW/C 
COLX 

N 

ROW/C 
COLX 

N 

ROWX 
COU^ 

N 

ROWX 
N 

ROWX 



N 

ROWX 
CO L/C 



TREATM 
OFFICE 



10 
5.13/C 
26.32/C 

0 

0.0 A 
0.0 A 

5 

31.25X 
13.162C 

0 

0.0 A 
0.0 A 

23 
6.10'A 
60.53/; 



38 
6.^0'A 
100. OOX 



TREATM 
HOSPITAL 



5 

2.56/C 
3^^6X 

1 

16.67;C 
7.69X 

1 

t.ZS'A 
7.69'A 

. 0 

0.0 A 
0.0 /C 

6 

1.59/C 
^6.15/C 

13 
2.19X 
100. oox 



REFERRED 



0 

0.0 A 
0.0 A 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 A 

0 

0.0 /C 
0.0 A 

0 

0.0 /C 
0.0 A 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 A 



0 

0.0 X 
0.0 A 



NO 
CONTACT.! 



164 
O4.10X 
33.47X 

5 

03.33X 
1.02/C 

7 

43.75/: 
1.43X 

0 

0.0 A 
0.0 X 

314 
fi3.29X 
64.0 AX 



490 
A2.49X 
100. oox 



NO 
RESPONSE 



16 
0.21X 
0.19X 

0 ' 
0.0 A 
0.0 A 



3 

10.75X 
5.66X 

0 

0.0 A 
0.0 X 

34 
9.02X 
64.15X 



53 
e.^2X 
100. oox 



TOTAL 



195 
lOO.OOXj 
32.03X( 

6 

100. oox 
I.OIX 

16 
100. oox 
2.Ax 

0 

0.0 A 
0.0 A 

377 
100. oox 
63.47X 



594 
lOO.OOX 
100. oox 



(note: 



CHI-SQUARE= 29.4525 
EXPECTED JCELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTION) 
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• -TABtE 17 (continued) 



6? 



c 



5TUDEHI: EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
V , COMPARED WITH'^ 

Plf^CTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976< GRADUATES 

•'V 

THALIDOMIDE 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



I TREATM I TREATM I I 
I OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERREDI 



Np 



NO 



II 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



II 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



II 
II 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PAYMENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TNO OR MORE 



II 



NO RESPONSE 



II 



TOTAL 



M 



. I 

^Nl 
'ROW/.\ 

I 

Nl 

■COLXl 
I 

pom;; I 

COL/Cl 

i 

:\ Nl 

RON/Cl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROMXI 
■ COUl 
■ I 

I 

Nl 
RdW/Cl 
COUl 

I 



I 

7 I 
3.<f7/C| 
50.00X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 •/.\ 
0.0 -/A 
I 

0 I 

0.0 XI 
0.0 xl 

I 

0 I 

0.0 y.l 
0.0 xl 



CONTACT I RESPONSE II TOTAL II 



I 

7 I 
1.83X1 
50.00X1 
I 



I 

l<f I 
2.36X1 
lOO.OOXl 



I 

3 I 
l.<f9X| 
60.00X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 

0«^0 XI 

I 

0 I 
0.0 xj 
0.0 xi 

I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 
0.0 XI 

I 

z I 
0.52X1 
<fO.OOXl 

I 

I 

5 I 
0.8<fXl 
100.00X1 



I 

1 I 
0.50X1 
50.00X1 



I 

0 I 
.0 XI 
.0 XI 

I 

0. I 

.0 XI 

.0 xl 

I 

q I 
.0 xl 
,0 xl 



I 

1 I 

0.26X1 
50.00X| 
I 



I 



I 

. 2 I 
O.Wl 

100. pox I 

I 



I 

17^° I 
8<f.65X| 
33.1<f%< 

r 

5 I 
lOO.OOXl 
0.97X1 
I 

1 I 
lOO.DtXl 

0.19X1 
I 

1 I 

ioo.oo;;i 

0.19X1 

I 

338 I 
87.79X1 
65.50X1 
I 

I 

5U I 
86^.67X1 
100.00X1 
I 



20 II 
9.90X1 I 
3^.09X1 I 
II 
0 II 
0.0 Xl I 
0.0 Xl I 



0. 
0. 



0 II 
.f XII 

.a XII 
11 

0 II 
0.0 xll 
0.0 xll 

II 

37 II 
9.61X1 I 
64.91X11 
II 

;==3====*=; 

II 

57 II 
9.60X1 I 
lOO.OOXl I 



14 

202 II 

loo.oo^tl I 

34.01X11 
II 
5 II 
lOO.OOXl 1 

o.ouy.l I 

II 
1 II 

^00.00X1 I 
0.17X11 

II 
1 II 

loo.oo;;! I 
9.17X11 

11 

38^ I I 
100.00X11 
64.81X1 I 



II 

594 II 
100.00X1 I 
100.00X1 I 

II 



(NOTE: 



CHI-SqUARE= 4.4434 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS tHAN 5 HAVE BEEM USED IN THE CHI-SqUARE CALCULATION! 
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TABLE 17(continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

DIABETES 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



II 

I I SEEN PRESENTA- 

I I TION OF PATIENT 



II HELPED TREATMEt^T 
1 1 OF PATIENT 

II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 

II ONE PATIENT 
II 

II * 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 

I I TWO OR MORE 



I I NO RESPONSE 
II 



I 



I 



I 



TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO II H 

nPFTCE IHOSPITALIREFERRE PI CPNTACTlRFffPONSEl l TOTAL II 

105 II 
100 « 00X1 1 
17.66Z\ I 
II 

ZZ II 
100« 00X11 
3.70X11 
II 

131 II 
100«00Xll 
22«05Xll 

. II 
53 II 

100«00Xll 

d«92Xll 

II 

2d3 II 
100.00X11 
47.64X11 
II 



Nl 
ROMXI 
COLXl 


• 89 1 
64.76X1 
17.28X1 
1 


6 1 
5.71X1 
10 . Ida I 
1 


1 

Nl 

ROWxf 
COLXl 


21 J 
95.45X1 
4.08X1 
1 


0 1 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

1 


1 

Nl 
ROWXI 
^COLXl 


114 1 
87.02X1 
22.14X1 
1 


6 1 
6.11X1 
25.1jOXI 
1 


1 

Nl 
ROWXI 
COLXl 


48 1 
90.57X1 
9.32X1 
1 


4 1 
7.55X1 
12.50X1 
. 1 


1 

Nl 
ROWXI 
. COLXl 

^ 1 


243 1 
85.87X1 
47.18X1 
1 


14 1 
4.95X1 
43.75X1 
1 


1 

Nl 
ROWXI 
COLXl 


1 

515 1 
66.70X1 
lOO.OOXl 


1 

32 1 
5.39X1 
lOO.OOXl 



I 

0.1 
0.0 XI 

0.0 yA 
I 

0 I 
0.0 y.\ 
0.0 y.\ 
I 

0.0 y.\ 
0.0 y.V 
I 

0 I 
0.0 y.\ 
0.0 y.\ 

I 

1 I 

0.35X1 
100.00X1 
I 



I 

3. SIX I 
16.00X1 
I 

1 I 

4.00X1 
I 

5 I 
3.82X1 
20.00X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 '/.\ 
0.0 XI 
I 

15 \ 
5.30X1 
60.00X1 
I 



6 II 
5.71X11 
28.57X1 I 
II 
0 II 
0.0 Xll 
0.0 Xll 
II 
4 II 
3.05X11 
19.05X1 I 



1.69X1 I 
4 ..76X1 I 
II 

10 II 
3.53X1 1 
47.62X11 
II 



II 

II TOTAL 

II 

II 

II 



I 

1 I 
0.17X1 



I 

25 I 
4.21X1 



II 

21 II 
3.54X11 



100.00X1 lOO.OOXl 100.00X11 



I 



r 



I 



II 



II 

594 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
100.00X1 1 
• II 



CHI-SqUARE= 9.1541 
(NOT«: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SqUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 17(contlnued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE NITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED NITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

HEhOPHILIA 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



I TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO I 

I OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERREDI CONTAC T i RESPONSE 1 



TOTAL 1 



I 



I 



SEEN PRESENTA- 


Nl 


33 1 


23 1 




TION OF PATIENT 


ROWXt 


1^.93X1 


10.41X1 






COLXl 
1 


35.11X1 
1 


<»2.59Xl . 
\j 


/Z7.50'/A 
1 


HELPED TREATMENT 


Nt 


5 1 


3 / 


1 1 


OF PATIENT 


ROWXI 


10.52X1 


ll.llXl 


3.70X1 




coul 


5.32X1 


5^6Xr 


""^117X1 



RESPONSIBLE 


FOR 


Nl 


3 1 


3 1 


0 1 


ONE PATIENT 




ROWXl 


ie.75Xl 


16.75X1 


0.0 XI 






COLXl 
1 


3.19X1 
1 


5.56X1 
1 


0.0 XI 

1 


RESPONSIBLE 


FOR 


Nl 


. 0 1 


1 1 


0 1 


TWO OR MORE 




ROWXl 


0.0 XI 


33.33X1 


0.0 XI 






•COLXl 


0.0 XI 


1.65X1 


0.0 XI 






1 


1 


1 


I 


NO RESPONSE 




Nl 


53 1 


' 24 1 


14 1 






ROWXl 


16.21X1 


7.34X1 


4.26X1 






COLXl 
1 


56.38X1 
1 


44.44X1 
1 


56.33X1 
1 


TOTAL 


i 


1 

^ Nl 


1 

9^^ 1 


1 

54 1 


1 

24 1 






ROWXl 


15.62X1 


9.09X1 


4.04X1 






COLXl 


100.00X1 


100.00X1 


100.00X1 



133 r 

60.16X1 
35.56X1 

I I 



I 
I 

62. SOX I 
2.^7X| 
I 

2 I 
66.67X1 
0.53X1 
I 

212 I 
64.63X1 
56.66X1 
I 



1 I 
3.70X1 
2.06X1 



I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 

I 

24 I 
7.34X1 
50.00X1 



I 

374 I 
62»96Xl 
lOO.OOXl 
I 



46 I 
6.06X1 
lOO.OOXl 



ZZl \ 
100.00X1 
37.21X1 
I 

27 I 
100.00X1 
4«55Xll 
I 

^6 I 
100.00X1 
2.69X1 
I 

3 I 

loo.ooxY 

0.51X1 

I 

327 I 
100.00X1 
55.05X1 



594 I 
100.00X1 
lOO.OOXl 
I 



CNOTEi 



CHI-SQUARE= 11.2150 , , 

EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



1.93 



ERIC 



-145- 



TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HAf^OICAPPED PATIENTS 
^ COMPARED WITH 

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

o 

1976 GRADUATES 
CARDIOPULMONARY DISEASE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE. 



I TREATM I TREATM I 
I OFFICE IHQ SPITAHREFERREDI 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 
I 



NO I NO II 
i;^lJNTA! ^TlRESPONSEll_ 



TOTAL^ 



II 

II SEEN.PRESENTA- 
I I TION OF PATIENT 
II 
II 

I I HELPED TREATMENT 

I I OF PATIENT 

II 

II 

I I RESPONSIBLE FOR 

II ONE PATIENT 
II « 

II 

I I RESPONSIBLE FOR 
I I TWO OR MORE 



I I NO RESPONSE 



I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 

' ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 



I 

75 I 
63. 81/: I 
16.41X1 
I 

25 I 
76.13X1 
5.47X1 
I 

77 I 
60.21X1 
16.65X1 
I 

47 I 
66.66X1 
10.26X1 
I 

233 I 
76.64X1 
50.96X1 
I 



I I 

10 I 11 

9.17X1 0.92X1 

27.03X1 100.00X1 

I I 

3^ ' • 0 1 

9.36X1 0.0 XI 

6.11X1 0.0 XI 

I ' \ 

5 1 0 1 

5.21X1 0.0 Xl 

13.51X1 0.0 Xl 

I I 

4 1 0 1 

7.55X1 0.0 Xl 

10.61X1 0.0 Xl 

I I 

15 I 0 1 

4.93X1 0.0 Xl 

40.54X1 0.0 Xl 

I I 



I 

19 I 
17.43X1 
26.03X1 
I 

2 I 
6.25X1 
2.74X1 
• I 

^ I 
0.33X1 
10.96X1 
I 

1 I 
1.69X1 
1.37X1 
I 

43 I 
14.14X1 
56.90X1 
I 



II 
4 II 
3,67X11 
15.36X11 
II 
2 II 
6.25X11 
7.69X11 
II 
6 II 
6.25X11 
23«0dXll 
II 
1 II 
1.69X11 
3.65X1 1 
II 

13 II 
4.26X1 I 
50.00X11 
II 



ii 
II 

109 II 
100.00X11 
1&.35/{1I 
II 

32 II 
100.00X1 I 
5.39X1 1 
II 

96 II 
100.00X1 1 
M.16XII 
II 

53 II 
100.00X1 1 
ft. 9^1! 
II 

30^ II 
lOO.OOXj I 
51.10X1 I 
II 



1^ 



It 



TOTAL 



II 



I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
I 



I 

<»57 I 
76.94X1 



I 

37 I 
.83X1 



I 

1 I 

o.irxl 



100.00X1 lOO.OOXl 100.00X1 



r 



I 



73 I 
12.29X1 
100.00X1 

•I 



II 

26 II 
36X1 1 
100.00X1 1 
II 



II 

594 II 
100.00X11 
lOO.OOXl I 
II 



(NOTE! 



CHI-SQUARE= '-«-r6»» 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE DEfN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED HXTH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

ASTHMA 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIEf^CE 



I TREATM 
I OFFICE 



TREATM I 
HOSPITALlREFERRED 



m I 



■■■TOTAL 



SEEN PRESEffTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIEffT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



csssnsassssncossscr 



TOTAL 



- I 
Nl 
ROMXI 

col;<I 
I 

Nl 
ROMXI 

col;<I 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl" 
COLXI 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXI 
I 

Nl 
ROMXI 

co>;:l 
I 

I 

Nl 469 

ROMXI 70.96/; 

COLXl 100. OOX 
I 



d4 
79.25/C 
17.91X 

19 
70.37X 
4.05X 

99 
66.64^ 
21.11/r 

30 

85.71/r 

6.40/r 

237 
75.96/r 
50.53>; 



I 

6 I 
5.66X1 
10.75X1 
I 

3 I 
11.11X1 
9.36X1 
I 

6 I 
5.26X11 
10.75X1 
I 

2 I 
5.71X1 
6.25X1 
I 

15 I 
4.01X1 
46.00X1 
I 



a 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 



0. 
.0 X 



0.0 X 
0.0 X 



0 

,0 X 
,0 X 



noscccsccQccasscJs 



I 

32 I 
5.39X1 
100.00X1 

I 



0 

0.0 y. 
0.0 



I 

106 I 
100.00X1 
17.05X1 
I 

27 I 
100.00X1 
4.55X1 
I 

114 I 
100.00X1 
19.19X1 
I 

35 I 
100.00X1 
5.09X1 
I 

312 I 
100.00X1 
52.53X1 
I 

scaaaCQCocadscnBnccnancnaoQD! 



10 

9.43X 
14.29X 

3 

11. XIX 
4.29X 

7 

6.14X 
lO.OOX 

2 

5. Tlx 
2.06X 

40 
15.30X 
60.57X 



I 

6 I 
5.66X1 
26.09X1 
I 

2 I 
7.41X1 
0.70X1 
I 

2 I 
1.75X1 
0.70X1 
I 

1 I 
2.06X1 
4.35X1 



I 

12 I 
3.05X1 
52.17X1 
i 



70 
11.70X 

100. oo;: 



I 

23 I 
3.07;!l 
100.00X1 

I 



I 

594 I 
100.00X1 
100.00X1 

I 



(NOTE: 



CHI-SQUARE3 14.0452 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



ERIC 



193 
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TABLE 17( continued) 



STUDEMT EXPERIErKE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COHPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

ATHEROSCLEROSIS 



PRACTICE Ey PERlEMCE 



I TREATM I TREATM I I W I NO 1 1 II 
^Typ^NT ^XPgPIEMCE \ OFFICE IHnSPlTALiffEPEPffEDl Cffl^TACTlRESPQ^^SEl 1 TOTAL 11 

II I I I I I II II 

II SEEN PRESENTA- Nl 67 I 0 I 0 I 53 I 17 1 1 145 1 1 

II TION OF PATIENT ROWXl ^6. 21^:1 5.52X1 0,0 Xl 36.55X1 11,72X|I 100.00X1 1 

II CDLXl 21*54X1 26.67X1 0.0 X| 26.37X1 32.69X11 24.41X11 

II I ! I I I I " " 

II HELPED TREATMENT Nl >ll I 0 I 0 I Si 1 11 20 II 

II OF PATIENT ROWXl 55.00X1 0.0 XI 0.0 X| 40.00X1 5.00X11 100.00X11 

COLXl 3.54X1 0.0 XI 0.0 Xl 3.9fiXl 1.92X11 3.37X11 

I I I I I II II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR Nl 3ft I 6 I 0 I 15 I 6 II 65 1 1 

II ONE PATIENT ROWXl 55.46X1 9.23X1 0.0 Xl 23.0ft)<l 9.23X11 100.00X11 

II COLXl 12.22X1 20.00X<I 0.0 Xl 7.46X1 11.54X11 10.94X11 

II • ^ I I I I I II II 

II RESPONOIDLE FOR Nl 15 I 2 I 0 I 2 I ill 20 1 1 

II TWO OR MORE RCWXl 75.00X1 10.00X1 0.0 X1 10.00X1 5.00X1 1 100.00X1 1 

COLXl 4.fi2Xl 6.67X1 0.0 Xl 1.00X1 1.92X11 3.37X11 

I I i I I I II II 

Nl 160 I 14 I 0 I 123 I 27 II 344 1 1 

ROWXl 52.33X1 4.07X1 0.0 ^1 35.76X1 7.05X11 100.00X11 

COLXl 57.00X1 46.67X1 0.0X1 61.19X1 51.92X11 57.91X11 

III 

ncnaoananoacnnnocaccononncnnooonncnaannooDonnaanncnnaoooooonnnsoEOQnnBBncDnnnanDDnB 

II I I I I I II II 

II TOTAL Rl 311 I 30 I ° ' 201 I 52 II 59* 1 1 

II ROW;!l 52.36/!l S.05/SI 0.0 ?.\ 33.«<i^l d.imW 100.00/!ll 

11 coul loo.oo/:! loo.oojjl o.o v.\ ioo.oo5:l ioo.oohII ioo.oojsII 

It I I I I I II II 

aaaocoonoaatjcnaaacaannnaannannnaannnnnnnnnnnDnnaanaQanooananoancnoDaaooaoaaocQaaaaa 

CHI-CQUAREa 17.3031 
(NOTES EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OP LESS THAN 5 HAVE DEEM USED IM THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



II 
II 



II 
II 

II NO RESPONSE 
II 
It 
M 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 

\ 

J 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE HITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COHPARED HITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

EMPHYSEMA 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



■STUPEmLEXPERIENCE, 



N 

now/. 

COLX 
N 

ROUX 

cou 

N 

rdm;: 

COLX 
N 

COLX 
N 

ROUX 
COLM 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATII^T, 

•a 

RESPONSI^Lf FOR 
TNO OR MORE 



NO RESP0t4SE 



TOTAL 



N 

ROU;^ 
COLK 



TREATM 
OFFICE 



27.O0/C 

10 
50.00X 
^.19X 

30 
5 

1.60'/. 

101 
52.31X 
57.ft3/C 

315 
52.69!: 
100.00^ 



TREATM 
HOSPITAL 



1^ 
7.91/C 
ZB.90'/. 

3 

IS.OO^C 
7.69'/. 

2 

<^.76'/. 
5.13X 

1 

ILllX 

2.56/; 

19 
5.49/C 
48.72X 



39 

6.57;: 
100. oo;: 



REFERRED 



0 

0.0 '/. 
0.0 '/. 

0 

0.0 '/. 
0.0 X 

0 

0 ,0 

0.0 '/. 



0.0 X 
0,0 'A 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 '/. 



NO 
CONTACT 



62 
35.03X 
30.54X 

5 

25.00X 
2.46X 

0 

19.0SX 
Z.9^'/. 

2 

22.22X 
0.99X 

126 
36.42X 

62.07;: 



NO II 
PMPWISEH TOTAL 



I 

14 I 
7. 91X1 
35.90X1 
I 

2 I 
10.00X1 

5. ml 
I 

e I 

4.76X1 
5.13X1 
I 

1 I 
11.11X1 
2.56Xl' 
I 

20 I 
5.78X1 
51. 28X1 
' I 



I 

0 I 203 I 39 II 594 

0.0 ;{| 3<^<id;:t 6.57^11 ioo.oo;: 

0.0 '4\ ioQ.bo;:l ioo.oo;:ll ioo.ook 

I 



177 
100. oox 
29.00^ 

20 
100.00^ 
3.37;: 

42 
100. OOX 
7.07'/. 

9 

100. OOX 
1.52X 

346 

100.00/: 

55.25/: 



CHI-SQUAREa 12.9134 
CNOTE« EXPOCTEp CELL FREQUENCIES OP LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALQULATION) 



1 .9 
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TABLE U (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

CYSTIC FIBROSIS 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE. 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE, 



TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO I 

OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFEPRED I CONTACT I RESPONSE I 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMEOT 

OF RATiErrr 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TKO OR nORE 



Nd RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXI 
I 

Nl 
ROMXI 
ZOl'/A 
I 

Nl 

Row;cl 
col;cI 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXI 
I 

Nl 
ROW^I 
COLXl 
I 

I 

Nl 

COLKl 
I 



I I I 

d I 6 1 11 

3.9^X1 2.96X1 0.<»9X| 

33.33X1 42.06X1 100.00X1 



I 

0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 XI 

I 

1 I 
25.00X1 

<^.17X| 
I 

0 I 
0.0 Xl 
. 0.0 XI 
I 

15 I 
3.95X1 
62.50X1 
I 



I 

0 I 

0.0 y.\ 

0.0 ^1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 

0.0 y.\ 



I 

0 I 



I 

172 I 
e<>.73Xl 

I 

6 I 



.0 XI 100.00X1 
,0 Xl 1.20X1 



I 

0 I 

,0 Xl 
,0 XI 



I 

2 I 
SO.OOXI 

o.<^oxl 



I 

16 I 
7.88X1 
30.19X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 Xl 

I 

1 I 
25.00X1 

1.89X1 



I I I 

0 1 11 0 1 

0.0 Xl 100.00X1 0.0 Xl 

0.0 XI 0.20X1 0.0 Xl 

I I I 

0 1 321 I 36 I 

0.0 Xl e't.<>7Xl 9.<>7Xl 

0.0 Xl 63.9<^Xl 67.92X1 

I I I 

I I I I I 

" 24 I 14 I 1 I 502 I 53 I 

4.04X1 2.36X1 0.17X1 «4.51Xl d.92Xl 

100.00X1 100.00X1 100.00X1 100.00X1 100.00X1 

I I I I I 



I 

. 0 I 
0.0 XI 

0.0 XI 

I 

6 I 
2.^^11X1 
57«14Xl 
I 



TOTAL 



I! 

203 II 
100.00X1 
34.16X1 
I 

6 I 
100.00X1 
1.01X1 

I 

4 I 
100. 00X1 
0.67X1 
I 

1 I 

;ioo.ooxl 

0.17X1 

I 

360 I 
100.00X1 
63.97X1 
I 

I 

594 I 
100. 00X1 
100.00X1 
I 



(NOTES 



CHI-SQUARE^ 10.1641 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE HITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COtlPAREO HITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 



1976 GRADUATES 
ALLERGIC REACTION 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUOEHT. EXPERIENCE 



TREATM I TREATM I 

QPFICE I HOSPITAL I REFERRED 



NO I NO 



CONTACT I RESPONSE I 



II 

TOTAL II 



II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 

n 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 

OF PATiErrr 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE 
TMO OR HORE 



NO RESPONSE 



FOR 



I 

Nl 
ROM/Cl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 

ROMXI 
COiXl 

I 

Nl 
ROU'/.l 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COl'/.\ 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
I 



I 

62 I 
si. 667,1 
16.40X1 
I 

171 
70.A3XI 

I 

62 I 

yz.ai'/.l 
i6.4o;{| 
I 

3d I 

7o.37;^:l 
10. 05;^! 
I 

199 I 
61. 99/^1 
52.65X1 
I 



I 

5 I 
4.50X1 
19.23X1 
I 

3 I 

12.50X1 
11.54X1 
I 

3 I 

3.57X1 
11.54X1 
I 

3 I 

5.56X1 
11.54X1 
I 

12 I 
3.74X1 
46.15X1 
I 



1 

0.90X 
9.09X 

0 

0.0 X 

0. 0 X 

2 

2.36X 
lA.ldXl 

2 I 
3.70X 

lA.iex 

6 

1. a7X 

54.55X 



11 

II TOTAL 
II 
II 



I 



Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 

II i 



I 

37ft I 
63.64X1 
100.00X1 

I 



I 

26 I 
4.38X1 
lOO.OOXl 

I 



11 

1.A5X 
100. oox 



I 

12 I 

lo.aixl 

33.33X1 
I 

0 t 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

3 I 
3,57X1 
0.33X1 
I 

2 I 
3.70X1 
5.56X1 

5.92X1 
52.70X1 
I 

I 

36 I 
6.06X1 
lOO.OOXl 100.00X1 



I 

31 I 
27.93X1 
21.60X1 
I 

4 I 
16.67X1 
2.00X1 
I 

14 I 
16.67X1 
9.7fXl 
I 

9 I 
16.67X1 
6.29X1 
I 

05 I 
26.40X1 
59.44X1 
I 



I 

143 I 
24.07X1 



I 



II 

111 II 
100.00X11 
10.69X11 
II 

24 II 
100.00X11 
4.04X11 
II 

64 II 
100.00X11 
14.14X11 
I II 
54 II 
100.00X11 
9.09X11 
II 

321 II 
100.00X11 
54.04X11 
II 

cs==ascc=2 
II 

594 II 
100.00X11 
100.00X11 

II 



C NOTES 



CHI.-SQUAREa 21^696 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTION) 



6 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



ERIC 



STUDEtfT EXPERIENCE WITH HAr«)ICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

AUTISM ^ 

PPA^TIgE EXPERIENCE, 



I TREATM I TREATM I I. NO I NO II 

ISTUQgNT EXPERTgNCE I OFFICE iHQSPm i lRgFERPEDl CONTACTlPTi^POHSE I I imUl 



\\ SEEN PRESENTA- N| 12 I 5 I 0 I i&o » 

II TION OF PATIENT ROWXl 6.19X1 S.SSXl 0.0 Xl 61.^^X1 9.79X "O-OO^; 

rmvl 60.nnyl M.MXl 0.0 XI 31.96X1 35.19X11 32.«6.ill 



II ONE PATIENT 
II 
II 



Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 


12 1 
6.19X1 
^0.00X1 


5 1 
2.^8X1 
33.33X1 
1 


0 1 
0.0 xl 
0.0 XI 

1 


1 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 


1 

^1 1 

6.33;<l 
3.33X1 


Z \ 
16.67X1 
13.33X1 
1 


0 1 
0.0 xl 
6.0 XI 

1 


1 

Nl 
ROMXl 

coLxl 


1 

0 1 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 

1 


0 1 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 Xl 
1 


0 1 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 

1 


1 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 


0 1 

0.6 xl 
0.0 xl 

1 


0 1 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xi 

1 


^, 1 

0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 

1 


1 

Nl 
ROMXj 
COLXl 


17 1 
4.D1XI 
56.67X1 


0 1 

a. 12x1 

53.33X1 


1 1 

0.27X1 
100.00X1 



II II 

158 I 19 II X9<* 



II II 

9,1 0 II 12 II 

11 OF PATIENT mm 16.67;^l ».» 75.0o'xl ° •» i;' | "°-°^;! ! 

I II II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR Nl 0 I 0 1 0 1 6 I ® ! ! 

II « « VI n n vl 0.0 Zl 75.005{r 25.00;:ll 100.00;<ll 



i.2i;<l 3.70;<ll 1. 35X1 1 

I II il 

oil 3 11 



II RESPONSIBLE FOR Nl 0 t 0 1 0 1 3 i » .. - • • 

||T«OORM0RE 90m 0.6 VA 0.0 7.] 0.0 ;<l 100.00;< 0.0^ 100 0 

rmvl 0.0 0.0 XI 0.0X1 0.61X1 0.0 /.W 0.51X11 



I II II 

318 I 33 II 377 II 



n NO RESPONSE N| 17 I 0 1 ^ < ' " 

II ROWXj 4.D1XI 2.12X1 0.27X1 8^.35X1 8.75X11 100.00X11 

II rniyl r.6.67Xl 53.33X1 100.00X1 6*. 37X1 61.11X11 63.07X11 

n 



TOTAL 



C NOTE J 



I II II 

I I I II i> 

15 I 1 I <t9<* I S** II S9<i II 

11 ROWXI 5.05;rK C.D3XI 0.17X1 83.16/4I 9.09KI I lOO.QOXll 

,, COLXl lOO.OOXl liMJ.OOXl 100.00X1 100.00X1 100.00X11 100.00X11 

;; , I I I I II . II 

CHI-GQUAREn 16.2653 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 




s 



TABLE 17(eontlnued) 



STUDENT EXPEHXENCC HXTH HAHOXCAPPEO PATXENT9 
COMPARED WXTH 
PfiACTXCE EXPERXEHCE AFTER GRADUATXON 



1976 GRADUATES 
HYPERACTXVXTY 



^P^ACTICE EVPERIEriCE 



ST\K)ENT EXPSRIENCE 



SEEN PRESENTA* 
TXON OF PATXENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
Ot^E PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TUO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



N 

RDMK 

colj: 

N 

ROMX 

cour 

N 

RON/: 

Nl 
ROWX 

u 

ROHM 

cou: 



DOsnccDcaaanaacccnnnDcana 



TREATM 
OFFICE 



63 

Z0.9T/. 

\> 

15 
61.97'/. 

la 

B.9^?. 

161 I 
<*6.67;:l 
53.49; 



TREATM 



5 

3. MX 
IS. IS?. 



7.69?. 
6.06'/. 

6 

lO.lOX. 

0 I 
0.0 '/.\ 
0.0 '/.\ 

CO 
S.60'/. 

60.6i;r 



scncaaacaDaacnDaDannoDaDODi 



TOTAL Nl 301 I 33 I 7 

ROW': I 50 . 67lt I 5 . S6;J I 1.16^ 

muu 100.00^1 loo.oo^M loo.oo:: 



3 

2.33X 
<^2.e6'/. 

0 

0.0 

0.0 '/. 

0 

0.0 'A 

0.0 ;^ 
0 

0.0 '/. 
0.0 

4 I 
1.16:: I 
57.i<>;: 



NO I NO II 
CONTACTIRESPONSEII 



II 



I 

^7 I 
36.43/: I 
ZZ.(^9'/.\ 
I 

. 6 I 

23.09KI 

2.07;rl 
I 

17 I 

23.94^1 

d.i3;rl 
I 

4 I 

17.39;^| 

x.9i::i 
I 

135 I 
39.13:^1 

64.59;rl 
I 

DanDcDanaDDaDDaacnnDanDcnDcDD 
I II l(% 

209 1 44 II 594 

35.19;:! 7.41^:1 1 loo.ooa 
ioo.oo::l ioo.oo::li loo.ooa 
I II 



Jl 

11 II 129 

6.53:^1 1 ioo.oo;r 

25.oct::ii 21.72:: 

't 

3 If 26 
11. 54:: 1 1 100.00;: 

6.02;rl I 4.35*: 

II 

4 11 71 

5.63:rll 100.00:: 

9.09:^11 11.95;: 

It I 

111 23 I 

4.35;<l| 100.00*^1 

2.27;:il 3.07: 
II 

25 II 

7.25::l I 



56.02:ril 

II 



345 

100.00:2 
50.00;: 



(NOTE: 



CHX-SQUAREc 21.4922 
EXpOCTEO CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN' THE CHI-5QUARE CALGULATIOf J > 



20, 



ERIC 



TABLE 17 (continued) 



'student experience with handicapped patients 
compared with 
practice experience after graduation 

1976 GRXDUATES 

h 

OTHER BEHAVIOR PROBLEMS 




1 1 SEEN PRESENTA- 

I I TION OF PATIENT 
II 

II ' 

II HELPED TREATMENT 
■ I I" OF PATIENT 
II 
.11 

■ 1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 
II ONE PATIENT 

.11 
II 

I |. RESPONSIBLE FOR 

II TWO OR MORE 

11 . 

- II 

II NO RESPONSE 

I! 
II 



II 

y I I TOTAL 
y II 



II 
II 
II 

9=: 



Nl 
ROW/Cl 
COL/Cl 


32 1 
29-91X1 
13.79X1 
1 


2 1 
1.87/Cl 
6.90/Cl 
1 


1 

Nl 
ROWXl 

coul 


9 1 
52.9^X1 
3,88X1 
1 


1 .1 
5.88/Cl 
3.<»5/Cl 
1 


1, 
Nl 
ROWXl 

coul 


27 1 
^^,26X1 
11,6^X1 
1 


' 5 1 
8.20/Cl 
17.2'f/Cl 
1 


1 

Nl 
ROWXl 

doi^xi 

1 


20 1 
51.28X1 
6.62X1 
1 


3 1 
7.69ZI 
10.W/.\ 
1 


Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
1 


144 1 
38.92XU 
62.07XL 

'1 


18 1 

>aP.07/Ci 

r 1. 


1 


« 1 


1 


Nl 
ROWXj 
COLXl 
1 


232 1 
39.06/Cl 
100.00/Cl 
1 


29* 1 
4,88X1 
100. 00X1 

1 



2 I 
1.87/Cl 
25.4)0X1 
■ I 

0 I 
-Q.O 7.\ 

0.0 Xl 
I 

1 I 

12.50/Cl 
I 

1 I 
2.56ZI 
12.50^Cl 
I 

4 I 
1.08/Cl 
50.00/Cl 
I 



NO 

;aNTAcflRl 

I 

57 I 
53.27/Cl 
22.53/Cl 
I 

7 I 
W.18/CI 
2.77/Cl 
I 

25 I 
<»0.98/Cl 
9.88/Cl 
I 

9 I 

\ 23.08/Cl 
3.56/Cl 
I 

155 I 
<»1.89/Cl 
61.26/Cl 
I 



13.08/Cl I 
19.<»'»Kl I 
II 
0 II 

0.0 y.\ I 

0.0 7.\ I 

II 

3 II 
4.92/Cl I 
<».17/Cl I 
II 
6 II 
15.38/Cl I 
8.33/Cl I 
. II 
49 II 
13.2'f/Cl I 
68.06/Cl I 
II 



II 

TOTAl 

II 

.107 M 
100.007A I 
48.01X1 I 
II 

17 II 
100.00/Cl I 
2.86/Cl I 
II 

61 II 
100.00/Cl I 
10.27ZI I 
II 

39 n 

100.00/Cl I 
6.57/Cl I 
II 

370 II 
100.00/Cl I 
62.29/Cl I 
11 



I 



I" 



8 I 

1.35/Cl 
lOO.OO/Cl 100.00/Cl 



253 I 



72 II 



594 



II 
II 



I 



I 



12.12*/Cll 100.00/Cl I 
100.00/Cl I 100.00/Cl I 
II II 



r 



1 



(NOTES EXPECTED CELL 



ChI -SQUARES 22.1062 
F»E«UEKCie/oTuSS T„« 5 K»VE BEEK USED IN THE CHI-5»U«E CALCUUTION> 



20; 



ERIC 
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* TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANOICAPPEO ^PATIENTS 
COMPAREO MITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

LEUKEMIA 

^ 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 


1 


TREATM 
OFFICE 


TREATM 
HOSPITAL 


REFERRED! 


NO 
CONTACT 


> *N0 1 
RESPONSE 1 


1 TOTAL II 


1 1 SEEN PRESENTA- 


Nl 


31 




15 




2 1 


140 




18 1 


206 1 1 


1 1 TION OF PATIENT 


ROMXl 


15.05X 


7 


2dX 


0. 


97X1 


67.96X 


8. 


74X1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


37,35X 


33 


33X 


66. 


67X1 


33 . 25X 


42. 


86X1 


34.66X1 1 


1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 


Nl 


4 




2 




1 1 


9 




1 1 


17 1 1 


1 1 Or PATIENT 


ROMXl 


23.53X 


11, 


76X 


5. 


86X1 


52.94X1 


\ 5. 


88X1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 




4, 


44X 


33. 


33X1 


2.14X1 


2. 


38X1 


2.66X1 1 


1 i RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 


2 1 




1 1 




0 1 


6 1 




0 1 


9 1 1 


1 1 ONE PATIENT ^ 


ROMXI 


22.22X1 


11. 


IIXI 


0. 


0 Xl 


66.67X1 


0. 


0 Xl 


100. ooxl 1 




COLXl 


t^.41Xl 


2. 


22X1 


0. 


0 XI 


1.43X1 


0. 


0 Xl 1 


1.52X1 1 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE ^OR 


Nl 


0 1 




0 1 




0 1 


2 1 




0 1 1 


2 1 1 


II two OR MORE 


ROMXl 


0.0 XI 


0. 


0 xl 


0. 


0 Xl 


100.00X1 


0. 


0 Xi 1 


100. ooxl 1 




COLXl 


0.0 XI 


0. 


0 Xl 


0. 


0 Xl 


«.48Xl 


0. 


0 XI 1 


0.34X1 1 


1 1 NO RESPOHsl 


Nl 


46 1 




27 1 




0 1 


264 1 




23 ^ 


360 1 1 




ROMXI 


12.78X1 


7. 


50X1 


0. 


0 Xl 


73.33X1 


6. 


W/A \ 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


55.42X1 


60. 


ooxl 


0. 


0 XI 


62.. 71X1 


54. 


r^/A 1 


60,61X1 1 


1 1 TOTAL 


Nl 


63 1 




45 1 




3 1 


i 1 

421 i 




42 1 1 


594 1 1 


II I 


ROMXl 


13.97X1 


7. 


56X1 


0. 


51X1 


70.88X1 


7. 


07Xi 1 


100. ooxl 1 




COL/Cl 


100.00X1 


100« 


ooxl 


100. 


ooxl 


100. ooxl 


100. 


OOKl 1 


100. ooxl 1 



CHI-SQUARE= 19.0243 
(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS^UN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHl -SQUARE-CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

OTHER BLOOD DYSCRASIAS 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



TREATM TtREATM I . I NO I NO I I 
QFFICF I HOSPITAL! REFERR ED I CONTACT I RESPONSE I I 



II 



TOTAL 

J9 



U SEEN PRESENTA- 
1 1 TION OF PATIENT 
II 
II 

I I HELPED TREATMENT 

II OF PATIENT 
II . 

II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
II ONE PATIENT 
II ' 
II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
1 1 TWO OR MORE 
II 
II 

II NO RESPONSE ^ 
II 



II ^ 



TOTAL 



II 
II 
11 



I 



I 



I 



I 



N| 


to 1 

38 1 


1 1 1 


•X 1 
J 1 


106 1 


20 1 1 180 1 1 


ROWXl 


21. 11X1 




1 A7y 1 

1 . D « A 1 


58 .09X 1 


11. 11X1 1 100.00X1 1 


COLXl 


34.86X1 


28.26X1 


42 . 86X 1 




31.25/1 1 30.30X1 1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


II II 


Nl 


6 1 


3 1 


0 1 


5 1 


2 11 16 II 


ROWXl 


37.50X1 


18.75X1 


0.0 XI 


31.25X1 


12.50X11 100.00X11 


col!^ 


5.50X1 


6.52X1 


0.0 xl 


1.36X1 
1 


3.13X11 2.69X11 
11 II 


1 

Nl 


1 

7 1 


1 

3 1 


1 

1 1 


14 1 


Z II 27 II 


ROWXl 


25.93X1 


u.uxl 


3.70X1 


51.05X1 


7.41X1 1 -100. 00X1 1 


COLXl 


6.42X1 


6.52X1 


14.29X1 


3.#)Xl 
1 


3.13X11 4.55X11 
II II 


1 

^ Nl 


1 

2 1 


1 

0 1 


1 

0 1 


1 1 


1 II ^ II 


ROWXl 


50.00X1 


0.0 XI 


0.0 XI 


25.00X1 


25.00X11 100.00X11 


COLXl 
1 


1.83X1 


0.0 xl 


0.0 Xl 


0.27X1 


1.56X11 0.67X11 


1 


1 


1 


1 


II II 


Nl 


56 1 


27 1 


3 1 


242 1 


39 II 367 II 


ROWXl 


15.26X1 


7.36X1 


0.82X1 


65.94X1 


10.63X1 1> 100,00X11 


COLXl 
1 


51.38X1 


50.70X1 


42.86X1 


65.76X1 


60.94X11 61.70X11 


1 


1 


1 


1 


II II 














1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


II II 


Nl 


109 1 


46 1 


7 1 


366 1 


64 II 594 II 


ROWXl 


18.35X1 


7.74X1 


1.18X1 


61.95X1 


10.77X11 100.00X11 


COLXl 
1 


100.00X1 


100.00/Cl 


100.00X1 


100.00X1 


100.00X1 1 100.00X1 1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


II II 



(NOTE 



CHI-SQUARE= 20.7744 
: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTION) 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE UITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

BRAIN TUMORS » 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



TREATM 
OFFICE 



TREATM 
HOSPITAL 



REFERRED 



NO 
CONTACT 



NO' • 
RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



ROWX 

toiv. 

N 

ROWX 
COLX 

N 

ROWX 

cou 

N 

ROW/C 
COL/C 

N 

ROW/C 
COVi 



nou< 

COLX 



25 
13.16X 

0 

0.0 K. 
0.0 Zl 

1 

12.50X 

0.0 y. 
0.0 y. 

12.3<^/C 



. 7<» 
12.<»6X 
lOO.'OO/C 



6 

<i.21X 
27.59X 

1 

20.00X 
3.45X 

0 

• 0.0 y. 

0.0 X 
0 

0.0 y 

0.0 X 

. 20 

5A^y 

66.97X 



29 



100. OOX 



0 

0.0 y 

0.0 X 
0 

0.0 x 

0.0 y 

0 

0.0 y 

0.0 X 
0 

0.0 y 

0.0 X 
2 

0.51/C 
100. oox 



2 

0.34/C 
lOO^.OOX 



1<*2 
32.<»2X 

dO.OOX 
0.91X 

6 

7S.00/C 
1.37X 



100. oox 
0.46X 

264 

73.oi;c 



430 
73.74/C 
100. oox 



15 
7.69X 
29.41X 

0 

0^.0 y 

0.0 X 

1 

12.50X 
1.96X 

0 

0.0 y 

0.0 X 

35 
9.00X 
6d.63X 



5% 
6.59X 
100. OOX 



190 
100. OOX 
31.99X 

5 

100. OOX 
0.64X 

6 

100. OOX 
1.35X 

2 

100. OOX 
0.34X 

^ 389 
100. OOX 
65.49X 

594 
100. OOX 
100. OOX 



(NOTES 



CHI-SQUARE'S 6^2586 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED 



THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



ERIC 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE tWTH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES' 

SARCOHAS 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



I TREATM I TREATM I I 
i OFFICE lHQ5PITALlREF£RREDi 



NO I NO II II 
CQNTACTlRESP PNfigll TOTAL II 



SEEN PRESENTA- " 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPEP TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TMO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



I 

Nl 
ROM/Cl 
CO L/C I 
. I 
Nl 

now/A 
cov/A 



I I I I II >ll 

20 I ^ 11 I 'II 157 I ' 1-9 tl 208 I I 
9.62/Cl 5.29X1 O.W/.\ 7S.W/A 9.13X1 I 100.00X1 ) 

«.^8Xl ^2.31X1 100.00X1 33.69X1 3^».55Xl I 35.02X11 

I M I I II J I ^ 

31 II 01 71 Oil nil 

27.27X1 9.09X1 0.0 Xl 63.6^X1 0.0 Xl I 100.00X11 

6.52X1 3.65X1 0.0X1 1-50X1 0.0 Xl I 1.85X1! 

1^1 I II II " II 

Nl 2 1 0 1 0 1 7 1 ON 9 11 

ROWXl 22.22X1 0.0 Xl 0.0 Xl 77.78X1 0.0 Xl I 100.00X11 

COLXl ^.35X1 0.0 XI 0.0X1 1.50X1. 0.0 Xl I 1.52X11 

I I I III II 
0 1 0 1 0 1 2 1 Oil, 2 11 

0.0 Xl 0.0 Xl 0.0 Xl 100.00X1 '0.0 Xll 100. 00X11 

0.0 XI 0.0 xl 0.0 XI 0.«Xl 0.0 xll 0.3^X1! 

II I I II 11 

21 I W I 0 I 293 I 36 I I 36^ I I 
5.77X1 3.85X1 0.0X1 80.^9X1 9.89X11 100.00X11 

«.65Xl 53.85X1 0.0 Xl 62.88X1 65.«Xl I 61.28X1 I 

I II." " 'I 

I I I I II II 

46 I 26 I 11 A66 I 55 1 1 594 I I 

7,74X1 A. 38X1 0.17X1 78.45X1 9.26X1 I 100.00X1 I 

100.00X1 100.00X1 100.00X11 lOO.OOXll 

I I I I ^ II II 



I 

Nl 
ROMXt 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
I 

I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
I 



100.00X1 100.00X1 



CHI-SQUARE= 17.3578 
CNOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USEO IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTION) 



\ 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COHPARED MITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

% 

1976 GRADUATES 
%UAMOUS CELL CARCINOMA 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 


j 1 
1 


TREATM 
OFFICE 


TREATM 
HOSPITAL 


REFERRED! 


NO 
CONTACT 


NO 1 1 
RESPONSE II 


11 

TOTAL II 


II SEEN PRESENTA- 


1 

Nl 


31 


22 


2 1 


137 


II 

16 II 


II 

206 II 


1 1 TION OF PATIENT 


ROMXl 


14 .90/: 


10.56X 


0 . 96X 1 


65.d7X 


7.69X1 1 


100.00X1 1 


II * 


coul 

1 


2d.lfiX 


35.4dX 


40.00X1 


36.24X 


41.03X1 1 


. 35«02X|| 
' II 


1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 


Nl 


' 10 


6 


0 1 


16 


II 

0 II 


34 II 


1 1 nP DATTPUT 






17.65a 


0.0 X 1 


52 •«94X 


O.O XI 1 


100. oox 1 1 




COLXl 
1 


9.09X 


9.66X1 


0.0 xl 


4.76X1 


0,0 xll 


5.72X1 1 


II RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 


6 


4 


0 1 


9 


II 
1-JI 


II 

20 1 1 


II ONE PATIENT 


ROMXl 


30.00X1 


^o.ooxl 


0.0 xl 


45.00X1 


• 5,00X1 1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 
1 


5.45X1 


6.45X1 


0.0 xl 


2.362^1 


2.56X1 1 


3.37X11 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 


3 1 


0 1 


0 1 


2 1 


II 

0 II 


II 
5 II 


1 1 TWO OR MORE 


ROMXl 


60.00X1 


0.0 xl 


0*0 xl 


40.00X1 


0.0 Xll 


100.00X1 1 




COLXI 
1 


2.73X1 


.0.0 XI 


0.0 xl 


0.53X1 


0.0 Xll 


0.64X1 1 


1 1 NO RESPONSE 


Nl 


60 1 


1 

30 q| 


3 1 


, 212 1 


II 

22 II 


II 

327 1 1 




ROMXl 


18.35X1 


9.17X1 


0.92X1 


64.63X1 


6.73X11 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 
1 


54.55X1 


40.39X1 


60.00X1 


56.06X1 


56.41X1 1 
II 


55,05X1 1 
II 


1 1 TOTAL 


1 

Nl 
RdMXl 
COLXl 

, 1 


110 1 
10.52X1 
100.00X1 


62 1 
10.44X1 
100.00X1 


5 1 
0.64X1 
lOO.OOXl 


376 1 
63.64X1 
100.00X1 


II 

39 II 
6.57X1 1 
100.00X1 1 
II 


II 

594 II 
lOO.OOXl 1 
100.00X1 1 
II 



CHI-SQUARE= 20.17<»1 
(NOTE-* EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTIOM) 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PAtlENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

OTHER- NEOPLASM 



V 



ppirTICE EX PERIENCE, 



SJUDHNT EXPERIENCE 



II SEEN PRESENTf- 
I I TION OF PATIENT 
II 
II 

I I HELPED TREATMENT 

II OF PATIENT 
II 

II 

I I RESPONSIBLE FOR 

II ONE PATIENT 



II 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



II 
II 
II 



I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COUl 
I 

Nl 
ROW/^I 
COV/A 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

n1 

RdW/{| 

cov/A 

I 

Nl 
ROW/A 
COLXl 
I 



TREATM I TREATM I | NO I NO II 

nFFICE iHOSPpMl'^^Pg^^gP^ rOMTACTlRESPONSFll^TAl II 
I I I I II " 



49 I 
27.37X1 
27.66X1 
I 

8 I 
34.76X1 
4.52X1 
I 

_13 I 
56.52X1 
7.34l^l 
' I 
1^1 
16.67X1 
0.56X1 
I 

106 I 
29.20X1 
59.6^X1 
I 



16 I 
8.94X1 
35.56X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

. ^ I 

17.39;:| 

6.89X1 



5 I 
2.79X1 
^62.50X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
-0.0 Xl 
I 

0 I 

''O.O XI 

0.0 xl 



I 

1 I 

16.67X1 
2.22X1 
I 

24 I 
6.61X1 
53.33X1 
I 



I 

0 I 

0.0 xl 

0.0 XI 

I 

3 I 
0.63X1 
37.50X1 
I 



90 I 
50.28X1 
29.03X1 
I 

10 I 
43.46X1 
3.23X1 
I 

^6 I 
26.09X1 
1.94X1 
I 

4 I 
66.67X1 
1.29X1 
I 

200 I 
55.10X1 
64.52X1 
I 



19 II 
10.61X11 
35.19X1 I 
II 

^ 5 II 
21.74X11 
9.26*Xll 
II 
0 II 
0.0 XII 
0.0 Xll 
II 
0 II 
0.0 XII 
0.0 xll 



179 II 
100.00X1 I 
30.13X1 I 
Jl 
^3 II 
100.00X11 
3.67X11 
II 

23 II 
100.00X1 I 
3.67X1 I 
II 
6 VI 
100.00X1 I 
1. 01X11 



30 II 363 II 
6.26X11 100.00X11 
55.56X11 61.11X11 



TOTAL 



II 
II 
II 



I I 

Nl 177 I 

ROWXl 29.60X1 

COLXl 100.00X1 

I I 



I 

45 I 
7.58X1 
100.00X1 



I 

6 I 
1.35X1 
100.00X1 



I 



I II II 

310 i; 54 II 594 II 

52,19X1 9.09X11 100.00X1 I 

lOO.OOXl 100.00X11 100.00X11 

1 II II 



(NOTES 



CHI*SQUARE= 2:6.5694 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IH THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 18 



, STUDENT EXPERIENCE MITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 

COttPARED WITH 

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 
« 

I97d GRADUATES 
MENTAL RETARDATION 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 




TR^ATM 

OFFXCE .1 




TREATM 
HOSPITAL 


REFERRED I 


NO 
CONTACT 


1 

RESPONSE 1 


1 TOTAL 1 1 




1 1 SEEN PRESENTA- 
1 1 TION OF PATIENT 


Nl 

nou'/A 

CQV/A 


57 
15.20X 


16 
15. 53/^ 

23.8ax 


0 1 
0.0 '/A 
0.0 ;^l 


24 
23.30;^ 
ie.90X 


6 1 

B.ey/A 

25.00/^1 


103 1 1 
100.00/^1 1 
16.97/il 1 




1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 
1 1 OF PATIENT 


Nl 

now/A 


35 
7<>.<>7X 


3 

6.30/J 

4 . m5A 


0 1 

0.0 YA 

n n V 1 
U . U A 1 


6 

12.77^ 
H,7cA 


3 1 

t.ZB'/A 

1 o nnv 1 
Id . !>U/; 1 


47 1 1 
100.00/^1 1 

•5 f/t*/ 1 1 
^ . /'♦^ 1 1 




II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
• 1 1 ONE PATIENT 


Nl 
^QU'/A 
CQl'/A 


66 
17.60/^1 


11 
10.C»d/^ 


3 1 

2.66/^1 
21.^3/^1 


20 
19.0S/J 
15.75/J 


5 1 
76/^1 
20.63^1 


105 1 1 

loo.oo'/A 1 

17.30/^1 1 




I 1 RESPONS^LE FOR 

I I TMO OR MORE 


Nl 

ron;^I 

CQl'/A 


63 1 
61.76/^1 
16.60/^1 


10 

9.eox 

1^,93/Jl 


3 1 

z.9uyA 
zi. %y/A 


21 1 
o 20.59/^1 
16.5<»Xl 


5 1 
4.90/Jl 
20.33X1 


102 1 1 
lOO.OO'/A 1 
16.60/^t 1 




1 1 NO RESPONSE 


N( 
UQU'/A 

Coi'/A 


15^ 1 
61.60/^1 
^X.f^T/A 


27 1 
10.60/^1 
<»0 ^30/^1 


S 1 

• 3,go;<l 

57.1^/^1 


56 1 
22.<»0Xl 
<»<». 09/^1 


5 1 
2.00/^1 
20.63/^1 


250 \\ 
lOO.OO'/A 1 
41.19/^1 1 


« 


1 1 TOTAL 


Nl 

now/A 

COl'/A 


375 1 
61.7Q/il 
100.00/^1 


67 1 
11.0^*^:1 
100.00/^1 


1^ 1 
2.31/^1 
lOO.OOXl 


127 1 
20.92/^1 
100.00/^1 


24 II 
3 . 95/^ 1 1 
100.00/^1 1 


607 1 1 
100.00/^1 1 
100.00>Cl 1 





CHI-SQUARES 16.2197 'S^ 

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



2\)j 
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'TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT 'experience WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

V 

197Q GRADUATES 
CEREBRAL PALSY 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE, 
I NO 



STUDENT EXPERXENCE_ 



TREATM I TREATM I | NO I NO M I ' 

i OFFICE iHOSPITAltREFEPPgDl CONTACT|PgSPnNSE I I TOTA,UI 



II 

f I SEEN PRESENTA- 
I I TION OF PATIENT 
II 
II 

I I HELPED TREATMENT 

I I OF PATIENT 

II 

II 

I I RESPONSIBLE FOR 

II ONE PATIENT 
II 

II 

^1 I^ESPONSIBLE FOR 
I I TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



V 

E >^ 



II 
II 



Nl 
COLXl 

I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
.COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 



^1 I 
20.^*7X1 

I 

10 I 
23.26X1 
5.33X1 

23 I 
30.77X1 
15.05X1 



37. 



IZ I 
50X1 
^5X1 



1^ I 
9.72X1 
23.73X1 



95 I 
31.99X1 
51.00X1 



3 I 
2.08X1 
60.00X1 



73 I 13 II m II 

50.69X1 9.03X11 100. 00X11 
23.03X1 32.50X11 23.72X11 



4 1 




0 1 


23 1 




1 11 


^3 II 


9.30X1 


0. 


0 XI 


65.12X1 


2. 


33X11 


100.00X1 1 


6.70X 1 


0. 


0 XI 


6.83X1 


2. 


50XH 


7.00X1 1 


1 

9 1 




1 

1 1 


1 

^6 1 




7 II 


91 II 


9.69X1 


1. 


lOXl 


50.55X1 


7.69X1 1 


100.00X1 1 


15.25X1 
1 


20 


00X1 


I^^.SIXI 


17. 


50X1 1 


1^.99X1 1 




1 


1 




' II 


II 


4 1 




0 1 


1^ 1 




2 1 1 


32 II 


12.50X1 


0 


.0 XI 


^3.75X1 


6 


.25X1 1 


lOO.OOXl t 


6 . 7QX 1 


0 


.0 XI 


^.^2X1 


5 


.00X1 1 


5.27X1 1 


1 




1 


1 






II 


23 1 




1 1 


156 1 




17 II 


297 1 1 


9.^*3X1 


0 


.3^4X1 


52.53X1 


5 


.72X1 1 


100.00X1 1 


^7.^6X1 


20 


.00X1 


^9.21X1 


^2 


.50X1 1 


^0.93X1 1 



II 

II TOTAL 

II 
II 



I I I II II I' 

Nl 136 I 59 I SI 317 I II 607 I I 

m»y.\ 30.6<iXl 9.72X1 0.m\ 52.22X1 6.59ZII 100.00X11 

COLXl lOO.OOZl lOO.OOXl lOO.OO^il lOO.OOZl 100.00X11 lOO.OOZll 

■| I I ' I I [[ 



( NOTE : 



CHI-SQUARE= 



11.1900 



EXPECTED CEU FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATIOM) 



i U 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIEKCE WITH HAKDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

197Q GRADUATES 

BLINDNESS 



PRACTICIR.^XPHRIRNn^_ 



Slum ^NT J- XP RRIL^ NC K_ 



SEEN PRESENTA- 

TIO^t OF PATIE^f^ 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



N 

ROWX 
COLZ 

Nl 

COLZ 

N 

ROMZ 
COLZ 

N 

ROW/. 
COLZ 

N 

now/. 

COLZ 



N 



TREATM 

0FF1CF,_ 



6<» 



10. AQ'/. 



SO.OOZ 

109 
31 . 7Qy. 
51.90Z 



aio 

lOO.OO/^ 



TREATM I I 

HOSPITA I RFF RRRFP_L 



NO I NO 
CONTACT iRFSEONSI 



I 

10 I 
10.^7X1 
32.73X1 
I 

B I 

i^.7iy.\ 

9.09X1 
I 

B I 
9.62X1 
9.09XL 
I 

1 I 

16.67X1 
1.02X1 
I 

26 I 
7*58X1 
<»7.27Xl 
I 



I 

1 I 

0.58X1 
lOO.OOXl 
I 

0 I. 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 Xl 
I 

, 0 I 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 

I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 

I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 

I 



I 

7^ I 
^3.02Xt 
2C».34Xl 
I 

15 I 
^♦^.12X1 
^.93X1 
I 

. 21 I 
^0.38X1 
6.91X1 
I 

2 I 
33.33X1 
0.66X1 
I 

192 I 
55.98X1 
63.16X1 
I 



I 

55 I 
9.06X1 
lOO.OOXl 
I 



I 

1 I 

0.16X1 

ioQ*o@^:i 
I 



I 

30^ I 
50.08X1 
100.00/U 
I 




(NOTE: 



CHI-SQUAREc 17.09<»1 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 ilAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



ERIC 



2 ! i 



TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
. COMPARED WITH 
PI3ACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1978 GRADUATES 

DEAFNESS 



PRACTICE, EXPERmNC^ 



STUDFNT FXPRRIENCE, 



I TREATM I TREATM I I 

I OFFICE IHOSPITAIIREFERRFPJ, 



II 

II SEEN PRESENTA" 

I I TION OF PATIENT 
II 

II 

II HELPED TREATMENT 
II OF PATIENT 

i1 
II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
II ONE PATIENT 
II 
II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
I I TWO OR MORE 
II 
II 

I I NO RESPONSE 

ir 

II 
11 



II 

II TOTAL 

II 

II 

II 




NO I NO II 

CONTACT [RESPONSE li_ 



II 

TOTAL II 



I 

Nl 

ROW^I 

coiyA 
I 



I 

307 I 



I 

^9 I 



I 



I 

BZ I 
I 

7 I 

zB.ooy.\ 

3.277.1 
I 

21 I 
26.77/^1 
9.61X1 
I 

2 I 
33,33X1 
0,93X1 
I 

132 I 
36,62X1 
61,/)0Xl 
I 

I 



II 

16 II 
10.00X1 I 
I 

II 

2 II 
7,1^X11 
5,S6X| I 

II 

3 II 
^,11X1 I 
6,33X1 I 

II 

b- tl 

0.0 XI I 
0,0 xll 

II 

15 II 
4.41X1 I 
41.67X1 I 
II 



II 

160 II 
100.00X1 I 
26.36X1 I 
Jl 
26 II 
100.00X1 I 
4.61X1 I 
II 

73 II 
100.00X1 I 
12.03X1 I 
II 
6 II 
100.00X1 I 
0.99X1 I 
II 

340 II 
100.00X1 I 
56.01X1 I 
II 



II II 

''l I 210 I 36 II 607 II 

SO.SOKl O.Q77.\ 0.16X1 35.26X1 5.93X11 100.00X11 

ioo.oo;:l loo.ooxl loo.ooxl loo.ooxl ioo.ookH loo.ooxll 



I 



I 



I 



I 



II 



II 



CHI-SQUAHEn , 16.7530 

(KDTE: expected CELL FREQUENCIES OP LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

EPILEPSY 



STUDHNT RXPER^CRNCI^ 


1 TREATM 1 

1 OFFICE ! 


TREATM 1 

HOSPITALl 


REFERRED 1 


NO 1 
CONTACT 1 


NO 1 1 

RESPONSE 1 1 


TOTAL 1 1 


1 1 SEEN PRESENTA* 


1 




1 

76 1 




10 1 




0 


V 


21 




6 11 


' . 113 1 1 


1 1 TION OF ^TIENT 


ROW/A 




26yA 


6. 


dSXl 


0. 


0 X 


Id. 


SfiX 


5. 


31X1] 


100.00X1 J 




coi'/A 
1 


17 


^y/A 
1 


19. 


61X1 


0. 


0 X 


21. 


00^! 


30. 


00X1 1 


18.62X1 1 


1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 


Nl 




'30*J 




2 




0 




2 




1 1 1 


3S 1 1 


1 1 OF PATIENT 




6S 


.71X1 


5. 


71X1 


0. 


0 X 


S. 


71X 


2. 


66X1 1 


100.00X1 1 




coiy. 1 


6 


Q6Xl 
1 


3. 


92X 


0. 


0 X 


2. 


OOX 


5. 


00X1 


5.77X1 1 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


1 

Nl 




91 1 




10 




0 




21 




4 1 


126 I I 


1 1 ONE Pf^JlEf^J 


ROWXl 


72 


zzyA 


7. 


94X 


0. 


0 X 


16. 


67X 


3. 


17X1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


20 


07X1 

1 


19. 


61X 


0. 


0 X 


21. 


OOX 


20. 


00X1 1 


. 20.76X11 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


1 

Nl 




30 1 




3 




0 




5 




3 1 


41 1 1 


1 1 TWO OR MORE 




73 


17X1 


7. 


32X 


0. 


0 X 


12. 


20X 


7. 


32X1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


6 


eaxi 


5. 


88X 


0. 


0 X 


5. 


OOX 


IS. 


00X1 


6.75X1 1 


1 1 NO RESPONSE 


1 

Nl 




1 




26 




0 




SI 




6 1 


292 1 1 




ROWXl 


71 




3. 


90X 


0. 


0 X 


17. 


47X 


2. 


osxl 


100.00X1 1 


ll ^ 


COLXl 
1 


^7 


.94X1 

1 


SO. 


98X 


0 


0 X 


1 SI. 


OOX 


^ 30. 


00X1 


48.11X1 1 


II TOTAL 


1 

Nl 

coivA 

1 


1 

436 J 51 
71.03/11 Q.^oy. 
100.00X1 '^loo.oo;^ 

1 


0 
0 


0 
0 X 
0 X 


1 IDO 
1 16.47X 
1 100. OOX 


20 1 
1 3.29X1 
1 100.00X1 


607 1 1 
100.00X1 1 
100.00X1 1 



(NOTE: 



, „ CHI-S5UARE= 9.9813 

EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



o 

ERIC 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED NITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

STROKE 



PRACTICE EXPRRII^CJL 



STUDENT EXPRRI^NCJ^ 



I TREATM I TREATM I | NO I NO II 

I OFFICE I HOSPITAll REFERRED I CONTA CT Iff ESPONSElL 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE. FOR 
TWO OR MORE 

^) 

NO RESPONSE 



I 



I 



I 



I 



Nl 
RGM/Cl 
COLXl 


77 1 
^9.68X1 
25.67X1 
1 


U 1 
7.10X1 
22.4SXI 
1 


1 

Nl 
90W.\ 
COLXl 


IV 1 
4^.00X1 
3.67X1 
1 


3 1 
12.00X1 
6.12X1 
1 


1 

Nl 
ROW/^I 
CQl'/A 


39 1 
53.^2X1 
13.00X1 
1 


• 0 1 
10.96X1 
16.33X1 
1 


1 

Nl 
ROW/^I 
COLXl 


4 1 
57.1^X1 
1.33X1, 
1 


0 1 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 Xl 
1 


, 1 
Nl 
ROW/^I 


169 1 
^8.70X1 


27 1 
7.78X1 



COLXl 56.33X1 55.10X1 



I 



I 



I 

1 I 
0.65X1 
33.33X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 xl 

I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 
' 0.0 XI 



I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 

I 

2 I 

o.saxi 

66.67X1 

I 



58 



I 
I 

26.01X1 

I 

7 I 
28.00X1 
3.1^X1 
I 

23 I 
31.51X1 
10.31X1 
I 

2 I 
28.57X1 
0.90X1 
I 

133 I 

38.33X1 
59.6^X1 
I 



TOTAL II 



8 II 
5.16X1 I 
2S.t)0Xl I 



f6.00Xl I 
12.50X1 I 

3 II 
^.11X1 I 
9.38X1 I 

1 I I 
l(^.Z9yA I 
3.13X11 

16 II 
^.61X1 I 
50.00X1 I 



155 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
25.5<»Xl I 
II 

25 II 
100.00X11 
^.12X1 I 

u 

73 II 

loo.oroxl I 

12.D3XI I 
II 
7 II 

xoo.ooxl I 

1.15X1 I 

3<»7 I I 
100.00X11 * 
57.17X1 I 



TOTAL 



I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 



I 

300 I 
^9.^8X1 
100.00X1 
I 



I 

^9 I 
8.07X1 



I 

3 I 
0.^9X1 



32 II 
5.27X1 I 

100.00X1 100.00X1 100,00X1 100,00X11 



I 

223 I 
36.7^iXl 



I 



I 



I 



II 



607 li 
100.00X1 I 
100.00X1 I 
II 



CHI-SQUARE= 11.6252 
(NOTE! EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 

a \ 



2 Li 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



1 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANOICAPPED PATIENTS ^ 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 



1976 GRADUATES 



PARKINSONISM 



^5^XlJri_ENT_K,XPERX,gNCR_ 



TREATM 

0£FICR_ 



,PgAClICOXP^RIIgNne_ 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESP.OMSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



N 

now/. 

COLZ 
N 

ROWX 
COLX 

N 

COLX 
N 

CQLZ 
N 

ROW^ 

eoLx 



26.23Z 

a 

0 

^^.37X 
3 

7D.00X 



116 

31.02/i 
63.39X 



TOTAL 



I 

. Nl 103 

cdl::i ioo.ooj: 
I 



TREATM I 

HOSPXTAllREFERRED 



'4 



I 

15 I 

e.30/i| 0. 

3<».09Xl 100. 

I 

5 I 

22.73ZI 0 
11.36Z) 0, 
I 

3 I 

AO. 71X1 0, 
6.Q2ZI 0 
. I 
0 I 
O-.O 7.\ 0 
0.0 -/A 0. 



1 

56X 
0 

.0 

.0 y. 

0 

.0 4 

.0 y. 

0 

.0 y 
.Q y. 

0 

.0 /. 
.0 z 



21 I 
S.61KI 

I 

I 

I d 

7.2D;tl 0.16;: 
100.00^:1 100.00^: 
I 



KQ I NO 
CONTACT I Rei?£ONSg 



I 

102 I 

30.5^X1 
I 

a I 
36.36X1 

I 

15 I 

53. 57;^ I 

I 
I 



13 

7.26X^ 

1 

2.22J^ 



r.i^y. 

1 

^^S^;'^2;: 



0.0^ y 
0.0 y.l' 
I 

209 I 
55.66^1 
62.57^:J 
I 



I 

lOO.OOjrf lOO.OO^i 



25 

7.c^9y. 

62.22^ 



It 

TOTAlJi 
II 

179 II 
100.00/{l I 
£9.<i9J:| I 
II . 
22 It 
100.00/^1 I 
3.62/rl I 

A il 

20 n 

100.00/!l I 

II 
4 II 
100. oo;: 1 1 

0.665211 
II 

37^ II 
lOO.OOiJi I 

6i.6i:2tl 

II 

II 

r loo.oo;:!! 

l^O.CO^'ll 

II 



DanDcncnnaoDDDCDCDnaacnnn 



CHI^CaUAREc 21.53G9 
•(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OP LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN* U3E0 IN THE Clll-SQUARE CALeULATlON) 



I 



ERIC 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
^ X . COMPARED WITH 

PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AI^TER GRADUATE 

1976 Gif ADUATES 

ARTHRITIS 



'( 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



SEEN PRESENTA- 


Nl 


70 1 


4 1 


0 1 


^ 12 1 


4 1 


TION OF PAJIENT 


ROMXl 


77.78X1 


4.44X1 


0.0 xl 


13.35>i| 


4.44X1 




COLXl 


l<».52Xl 


13.79X1 
1 


0.0 Xl 


16.90X1 
1 


16.67X1 


HELPED TREATMENT 


n1 


2b 1 


1 I 






^ l\ 


OF PATIENT a 


ROWXl 


86.96X1 


4.35X1 


o.i^l 


4r35X| 


4.35X1 




COLXl 


4.15X1 


3.45X1 


0.^0. Xl 


1.41X1 


4.17X1 



TOTAL 



N 

ROMX 
'COLX 



TREATrt 
OFFICE 



482^ 
79 .4 IX 
100. OOX 



TREATM I 
HOSPITAL IREFERRED 



I 



1 1 RE,SPONSIBLt 


FOR 


Nl 


104 1 


11 1 




1 


8 1 


4 1 1 


127 y 


1 1 ONE PATIENT 




ROWXl 


81.89X1 


8.66X 1 


0 


0 Xl 


6.30X1 


3.15X1 1 


looJooxl 1 


II ^ 




COLXl 


2 r. 58X1 


37.93X1 
1 


0 


.0 Xl 


11.27X1 

' 1 


16.67X11 


20.92X1 1 
*ll 


t II 

^ II RESPONSIBLE 


FOR 


Nl, 


45 1 


^ > 




0 1 


3 1 


3 1 1 


' 51 II ^ 


^ II TWO OR MORE 




ROWXl 


68.24X1 


0.0 Xl 


0 


.0 xl 


^ 5.88X1 


5.88X1 


100.00X1 1 






COLXl 


9.34X1 


o.axi 

1 


0 


.0 xl 


4.23X1 
1 


12.50X1 1 


8.'4bx| 1 -r- 

V II 


• 1 1 NO RESPONSE 




Nl 


243 1 


13 r 




1 1 


47 1 


12 1 


316 It 


II * " 




ROWXl 


76.90X1 


4.11X1 


0 


.32X1 


14.87X1 


3.80X1 


100.00X1 1 




f? 


COLXl 


50.41X1 


44.83X1 


lOQ 


.00X1 


66^20X1 


50.00X1 


52.06X1 1 



r 



29 U 



0.16X 
100.00X1 100. OOX 
I 



NO I NO, 
CONTACT I RESPONSE 



I 



I 

• 71 I 
11.70X1 

loo.boxl 

I 



24 
3.95X 
100. OOX 



II 

TOTAL H 




I 

607 I 
100.00X1 
100.00X1 
I 



^ CHI-SQUARE= 18.1353 

(note: expected CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



ERIC 



' -168- 



i 



t 



\ 



TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE MITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1978 GRADUATES 

POLIOMYELITIS 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



SEEN PRESENTA- , 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



N 

ROMX 
COLX 

N 

ROWX 
COLX 

N 

ROMX 
COLX 

N 

ROMX 
COLX 

u N 
ROWX 

cdfe 



N 

RbWX 

col;; 



TREATM 
OFFICE 



23 
13,53X 

0 

0.0 y. 
0,0 y. 

3 

13,0^X 
3,^1X 

0 

0.0 y 
0.0 y 

62 
15.35/C 

m,ksy 



as 

14. SOX 
100. oox 



TREATM 
HOSPITAL 



6 

4.71X 
61.54X 

0 

0.0 y 

0.0 X 
0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

5 

1.24X 
38.46X 



13 
2.14X 
100. oox 



REFERRED 



1 

0.59X 
100. OOX 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

0 

0.0 /C 
(f.O X 

1 

0.16X 

100. oox 



NO 

contact 



123 
72.35X 
27.52X 

6 

75. OOX 
1.34X 

la 

78.26X 
4.03X 



100.0 OX 
0.45X 

298 
73.76X 
66.67X 



447 
73.64X 

100. oo;; 



NO I 
RESPONSEl 



r 



I 

15 I 
8.62X1 
25.86X1 
I 

2 I 
25.00X1 
3.45X1 
I 

2 I 
8.70X1 
3.45X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 xl 

i 

39 I 
9.65X1 
67.24X1 
I 



TOTAL 



170 
100*00X 
28.01X 



8 

100. OOX 
1.32X 

23 
100. OOX 

3,79X 

2 

100. OOX 
0.33X 



404 
100. OOX 
66«56X 



IT 



58 
9.56X1 I 
100.00X1 I 
II 



607 
100. OOX 
100. OOX 



(note: 



CHI->SQUARE= 14.4342 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



ERIC 



4 



217 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER C3RADUATI0N 

1978 GRADUATES 

SPINAL CORD INJURIES 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



TREATM I TREATM I I NO I NO I I 

OFFICE iHOSPITALlREFEPRgPl CONTAC T I RESPONSE I I 



II 

TOTAL II 



II 

I I SEEN PRESENTA- 
I I TION OF PATIENT 
II 
II 

I I HELPED TREATMENT 
I I OF PATIENT 



H RESPONSIBLE FOR 
I I ONE PATIENT 
II 
II 

I I RESPONSIBLE FOR 
I I TMO OR MORE 
II 
II 

I I NO RESPONSE 
II 



I 

Nl 
ROMX I 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
tOLXl , 
^ 1 
Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 

\ 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
I 



I 

32 I 
20.76X1 
24.06X1 
I 

2 I 
9.09X1 

, 1.50X1 
I 

11 I 
25.00X1' 
8.27X1 
1 

3 I 
37 ."SOX I , 

2.26X1 
I 

65 I 
22.43X1 
63.91X1 
I 



I 

6 I 
5.19X1 
16.67X1 
I 

4 I 
16.16X1 

6.33X1 
1 

5 I 
11.36X1 
10.42X1 

1 

1 1 
12.50X1 
2 . 06X I 
I 

3(S^ 1 
7.92X1 
62.50X1 
I 



I 

0 I 
0 XI 
,0 XI 



I 

1 I 
4.55*/ 1 
50.00X1 
"I 
0 1 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 X) 



0 1 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 xl 

I 

■ a.' 

0.26X1 
50.00X1 

I 



I 

10^ I 
67.53X1 
27.37X1 
I 

12 I 
5^.55X1 
3.16X1 
I 

26 I 
59.09X1 
6.6^X1 
I 

3 I 
37.50X1 
0^.79X1 
I 

235 I 
62.01X1 
61.6^»X| 
I 



10 I I 
6.^9X1 \ 
22^.73X1 I 

« 3 I I 
13.6^X1 I 
6.62X11 



a. 55X1 I 
a. 55X1 I 



12.50X1 I 
2.27X1 I 

28 II 
7.39X1 I 
63.6^X1 I 



15^ I I 
KO.OOXl I 
25.37X1 I 

22 I I 
100.00X1 I 
3.62X1 I 

. ^ II 
I I 

100.00X1 I 
7.25X1 I 
II 
6 II 
100.00X1 I 
1.32X1 I 

379 I I 
100.00X1 I 
62.^^X1 I 
II 



I I TOTAL 
II 



I I 

Nl 133 I 

ROWXl 21.91X1 

COLXl 100.00X1 

I I 



I 

46 I 
7.91X1 
100.00X1 
I 



I 

2 I 
0.33X1 
100.00X1 
I 



I 

360 I 
62.60X1 
100.00X1 
I 



^»^» If 607 II 
7.25X1 I 100.00X1 I 
100.00X1 I 100.00X1 I 



(NOTE: 



CHI-SQUARE=: 2^».566^» 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI^SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



SlIfDENT EXPERIENCE HITH ^lANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 



1976 GRADUATES 
nUUriPLE SCLEROSIS 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



TREATM 

office' 



I TREATM 
HOSPITAL 



REFERRED 



NO I NO 
CONTACT I RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



N 

RONX 
COV/. 

N 

RONX 
COV/. 



RESPONSIBLE FOR ^ N 
ONE PATIENT 

COV/. 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TNO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



. N 
ROW/. 
COV/. 

N 

now/. 

COV/. 



35 
ZZ.M'/. 
22.15X 

5 

20.00X 
' 3.16X 

13 
33.33X 

Q.zzy. 

<\^.W/. 
' 2.53X 

101 

26. SIX 
63.92X 



1^ 
9.15X 

35.''90X 

16.00/C 
10.26/C 

2 

5.13X 
5.13X 

0 

0.0 y. 
0.0 y. 

19 

<^.99X 

i^t.izy. 



0 

0.0 y. 
0.0 y. 

0 

0.0 y. 
o;o y. 

0 

0.0 y. 
0.0 y. 

0 

0.0 y. 
0.0 y. 

2 

0.52X 
100. oox 



I 

95 \ 
62.09X1 
26.03Xh 
I 

15 I 
60.00X1 
^.11X1 
I 

22 I 
, 56.^1X1 
6.03X1 
I 

^ I 
^M<^.W/.\ 
1.10X1 
I 

229 I 
60.10X1 
6Z.7W\ 
I 



9 

S.ddX 
20.93X 

1 

^.OOX 
2.33X 

2 

5.13X 
^.65X 

1 

ll.llX 
2.33X 

30 
7.e7X 



153 
100. oox 
25.21X 

25 
100. OOX 
^.12X 

39 
100. OOX 
6.^3X 

9 

XOO.OOX 
l.^dX 

381 
lOO.OOX 
62.77X 



TOTAL 



N 

ROMX 
COLX 



15d 
26.03X 
100. OOX 



39 
6.^3X 
100. OOX 



2 

0.33X 
100. OOX 



I 

365 t ^3 
60.13X1 7.0dX 
lOO.OOXl 100. OOX 
I 



607 
100. OOX 
100. 



(note: 



CHI-SQUARE= 13.32^1 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
CDMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATIDN 

1976 GRADUATES 

MUSCUUR DYSTRDPHY 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



I TREATM I TREATM.I I ND I ND II 

I OFFICE iHOSPlTALiRfeFE PREDl CONTACT « RESPONSE I I 



TDTAL II 





t 1 SEEN PRESENTA- 


Nl 


15.1 


12 1 


0 1 


123 1 




II TION DF PATIENT 


\ROMXl 


9.20X1 a 


7.36X1 


0.0 XI , 


75.46X1 




II 


Wxi 


19.48/11 
1 


33.33X1 
1 


0.0 Xl 
1 


28.02X1 
1 




n 

1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 


V«l 


6 1 


3 1 


0 1 


1 




1 1 OF PATIENT 


ROMXl 


26.57X1 


14.29X1 


0.0 XI 


47.62X1 




II 


COl'/A 


7.79X1 


8.33X1 


0.0 Xl 


2.28X1 



I 



I 



I 



I 



1 RESPONSIB.LE FOR 


Nl 




2 1 


1 ONE PATIENT 


ROMXl 


6. 


90X1 


1 


COLXl 
1 


2 


60X1 
1 


1 

1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 




1 1 


1 TMO OR MORE 


ROUXl 


20 


.00X1 


1 


COLXl 


1 


.30X1 



I I 

n NO RESPONSE Nl 

I ' ROMXl 

I COLXl 

I I 

I ' I 

I TOTAL • Nl 

I .ROMXl 

I COLXl 

I I 



I 

55 1 
13.62X1 
68.83X1 
I 

I 

77 I 
12.69X1 



I 

3 I 
10.34X1 
8.33X1 
I 
0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 Xl 

4. 

: 18 t 
4.63X1 
50.00X1 
I 



I 

. 0 1 
0.0 XI 
0.0 Xl 
I 

a I 

0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 



I 

36 I 
5.93X1 



I 

t) I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 Xl 
I 

I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 



I 

23 I 
79.31X1 
5.24Xr 
I 

3 I 
60.00X1 
0.68X1 
I 

2t0 I 
71.98X1 
63.78X1 
I 



' 13 1 1 
• 7.98X11 
v23.64X|l 



9.52X11 
3.64X1 I 
II 
1 If 
3.45X1 I 
I482XI j 



20.00X1 I 
1.82X1 I. 

38-11 
9,77X11 
69.09X1] 



163 II 
lOO.OQXl I 
26.85X1 I 
II 

21 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
3.46X1 I 
II 

29 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
4.78X1 I 
II 
5 II 
100.00X1 I 
0.82X11 



389^41 
100.00X1 I 
64.09X1 I . 



439 I 
72.32X1 



55 I I 607 I I 
9.06X1 1 100.00X11 



100.00X1 100.00X1 0.0X1 100.00X1 100.00X11 100.00X11 



I 



I 



I 



I 



(NOTES 



_ CHI-SqUARE= 16.7839 . 

EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



ERIC 



22 



-172- 



TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE MITH HANOICAPPEO PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH ^ 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1970 GRADUATES 

FACIAL TRAUMA FROM ACCIDENTS 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 




TRHATM 1 
OFFICE 1 


TREATM 1 , 1 
HOSPITAUREFERREOI 


NO 1 
CONTACT! 


NO 1 
RESPONSE 1 


TOTAL II 


1 1 SEEN PRESENTA- 
1 1 TION OF, PATIENT 


. Nl 
RONXl 
COLXI 


66 1 
50.00X1 
16.03X1 


1 

20 1 
15.15X1 
32.79X1 
1 


2 1 
1.52X1 
50.00X1 


36 
27.27X 
24.32X 


6 1 

6.06X1 
26.57X1 


132 1 1 
100.00X1 1 
21.75X1 1 


1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 
II OF PATrtNT 


Nl 
ROMXI 
COLXI 


49 1 
69.01/: 
13.39^^ 


5 I. 
7.04X1 
' 6.20X1 
1 


0 1 
0.0 XI 
0.0 xl 


13 
16.31X 
6.76X 


4 1 
5.63X1 
14.29X1 


71 II 
100.00X1 1 
11.70X11 


II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
1 1 ONE PATIENT 


Nl 
COLXl 


26 1 
60.47X1 
7.10X1 


5 1 
11.63X1 
6.20X1 
1 


1 1 

2.33X1 
25.00X1 


6 

16.60X 
5.41X 


3 1 
6.96X1 
10.71X1 


43 II 
100.00X11 
7.06X1 1 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 
1 1 TMO OR MORE 


Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXI 


16 
64.00X1 
4.37X1 


4 1 
16.00X1 
<;^.56Xl 

T 

27 1 
6.04X1 
44.26X1 
1 


1 1 
4.00X1 
25.00X1 


2 

d.OOX 
1.35X1 


2 1 
6.00X1 
7.14X1 


25 1 1 
lOO.OOXl 1 
4.12X11 


1 1 NO RESPONSE 


Nl 
ROMXI 
COLXl 


209 1 
62.20X1 
57.10X1 


0 1 
0.0 XI 
0.0 Xl 


69 1 
26.49X1 
« 60.14X 


11 1 
3.27X1 
39.29X1 


336 II 
100.00X11 
55.35X11 



TOTAL 



N 

ROMX 
COLX 



366 
60.30X 
100. OOX 



I 

61 I 4 
10.05X1 0.66X 
100. 00X1 100. OOX 
I 



146 
24.S6X 
100. OOX 



^6 
4.61X 
100. OOX 



607 
100. OOX 
100. OOX 



CNOTE: 



CHI-SQUARE^ 26.7606 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTION) 



ERIC 



221 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED MITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

MULTIPLY-HANDICAPPED 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



I TREATM I TREATM I | NO I NO I 

I OFFICE iHOSPITALlREFERP gnl CONTACT I RESPONSE i 



II 

TOTAL It 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPEO TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MOREv 



NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROW/Cl 
CO L/C I 
I 

Nl 
ROW/Cl 
COL/Cl 
I 

Hi 
ROW/Cl 
COL/Cl 
I 



I 

27 I 
22.66X1 
15.61X1 
I 

10 I 
26.32X1 

5.76X1 
I 

21 I 
26.38X1 
12.1<»Xl 
I 

11 I 
37.93X1 

6.36X1 
I 

m 1 

29.69X1 
60.12X1 
I 



I 

Nl 
ROWXl 



173 I 
26.50X1 
COLXl 100.00X1 



I 



I 



I 

10 I 
6.<»7Xl 

15.36X1 
I 

6 I 
15.79X1 
9.23X1 
I 

11 I 
14.66X1 
16.92X1 

^ I 
3 I 
10.34X1 
4.62X1 
I 

35 i 
10.06X1 
53.65X1 
I 

I 

65 I 
10.71X1 
100.00X1 
I 



I 

1 I 
0.85X1 
25.00X1 
I 

P'l 
2.63X1 
25.00X1 
I 

0 1 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 xl 



I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 xl 

I 

2 I 
0.57X1 
50.00X1 
I 



I 

72 I 
61.02X1 
22.22X1 
I 

16 I 
42.11X1 
4.94X1 
I 

40 I 
54.05X1 
12.35X1 
I 

14 I 
46.26X1 
4.32X1 
I 

162 \ 
52.30X1 
56.17X1 
I 



I 

6 I 
6.76X1 
19.51X1 
I 

5 I 
13.16X1 
12.20X1 
I 

2 I 
2.70X1 
4.66X1 
I 

1 I 
3.45X1 
2.44X1 
I 

25 H 
7.16X1 
60.96X1 



I I I 

4 1 324 I 41 I 

0.66X1 53.38X1 6.75X1 

100.00X1 100.00X1 lOO.OOXl 

I I I 



II 

116 II 
100.00X11 
19.44X11 
II 

36 II 
100.00X11 
6.26X11 
II 

74 I I 
100.00X11 
12.19X11 
II 

29 I I 
100.00X11 
4.76X11 
II 

346 II 
100. 00X11 
57.33X11 
It 

II 

607 II 
100.00X11 
100.00X11 
11 



NOTES 



CHI-SQUARE2 15.4233 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE 'CALCULATION) 



3 S i 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED MITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

THE HOME-BOUND PATIENT 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



TREATM I TREATM 
OFFICE iHDSPITAL 



REFERRED 



NO 
CONTACT 



NO I 
RESPONSE r 



TOTAL I 



SEEN PRESENTA^ 
TION OF PATIENT 

HELPED TREATMEI^ 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE 'PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TMO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



Nl 

ROMXl 
COLXI 

N 

ROMX 
COLX 

N 

ROM^C 
COLX 

N 

Houy. 
coiy. 

N 

ROMX 

coiy. 



H 

ROMX 
COLX 



\ 

23 I 
14.56X1 

I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

3 I 
25.00X1 
3.16X1 



7 

^My. 

25.93X 
1 

6.33X 
3.70X 



3 I 
33.33X1 
3.16X1 
I 

66 I 
15. ©7X1 
69.47X1 



33 
14 



3 

55 



4 
,33X 
BIX 

0 

>0 X 
>0 X 

15 
>61X 
.56X 



1 

0<63X 
25.00X 

0 

0.0 X 

0.0 XI 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 

3 

0.72X 
75.00X 



113 
71.52X 
27.16X 

B 

66.67X 
1.92X1 

5 

41.67X1 
1.20X 

5 

55.56X 
a.20X 

2B5 
6B.51X 
6B.51X 



14 I 
B.B6XI 
21.54X1 
I 

3 I 
25.00X1 
4.62X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

1 I 
11.11X1 

1.54X1 
\ 

47 I 
11.30X1 
72.31X1 



15B I 
100.00X1 
26.03X1 
I 

12 I 
100.00X1 
1.9BXI 
I 

12 I 
lOO.OOXl 
1.9BXI 
I 

9 I 
lOO.OOXl 
1.4BXI 
I 

416 I 
100.00X1 
6B.53XI 



95 I 27 
15.65X1 4.45X 
100.00X1 100. oox 



4 

0.66X 

100. oox 



416 
6d.53X 
lOO.OOX 



65 I 
10.71X1 
100.00X1 



607 I 
100.00X1 
100.00X1 

I 

sspscss 



CHI-SQUARES 34.6137 
(NOTES EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE Cfll-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANOICAPPEO PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1970 GRADUATES 

'J 

THE NURSING-HOME PATIENT 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE. 

II 

1 1 SEEN PRESENTA- 
1 1 TION OF PATIENT 
II 
II 

1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 
II OF PATIENT . 
II 
II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
II ONE PATIENT 

II . 
II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
1 1 TWO OR HORE 
II 
II 

1 1 NO RESPONSE 

II 

II 

II 

II 

II TOTAL 
II 
II 



PRACTICE EXP£gI£H ££ 

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO 



I NO 



II 



II 



OFFICE 



I 

Nl 
ROMXI 
COL'/CI 
I 

Nl 
ROM/Cl 
COL^CI 
I 

Nl 
RDM/Cl 
COV/A 
I 

Nl 
ROM/Cl 
COL/Cl 
I 

Nl 
ROM/Cl 
COLXI 
I 



I 

41 I 
29, 93X1 
19.25X1 
I 

fl I 

26.57X1 
3.76X1 
1 

6 h 
20.69X1 
2.62X1 
I 

12 I 
40.00X1 
5.63X1 
I 

146 I 
36.12X1 
66.54X1 
I 



l^ l jSPITALlREFiPRgPl CONTA C T I PEgPO^^S^ ^ ^ ^'^Q^^^ ^ 



15 I 
10.95X1 

I 

3 I 
10.71X1 

4.29X1 
I 

6 I 
27.59X1 
11.43X1 
I 

4 I 
13.33X1 

5.71X1 
I 

40 1 
10.44X1 
57.14X1 
I 



I 

1 I 
0.73X1 
14.29X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

1 I 
3.45X1 

14.29X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 XI 
I 

S I 
1.31X1 
71.43X1 



71 I 
51.62X1 
25.62X1 
I 

13 I 
46.43X1 
4.73X1 
I 

13 I 
44.63X1 
4.73X1 
I 

10 I 
33.33X1 
3.64X1 
I 

166 \ 
43.66X1 
61.09X1 



9 II 
6-57X1 1 
21.43X11 
II 
4 II 
14.29X11 
9.52X11 
II 
1 II 
3.45X11 
2.36X11 
II 
4 II 
13.33X11 
9.52X11 
II 

24 11 
6.27X11 
57*14X11 



I 



I 



It 

137 II 
100.00X11 
22.57X11 
II 

26 II 
100.00X1 1 
4.61X11 
II 

29 II 

loo.ooxl I 

4.76X11 
II 

30 II 
100.00X1 1 

4.94X11 
II 

363 II 
100.00X11 
63.10X11 
II 



ii 



Nl 
ROMXI 
COLXI 

I 



I 

213 I 
35.09X1 
lOO.OOXl 



I 

70 I 
11.53X1 
lOO.OOXl 



I 

7 I 
1.15X1 
100.00X1 



I 

275 I 
45.30X1 
100.00X1 

I 



II 

42 II y"607 
6. 92X 11/100. OOX 
lOO.OOxYl 100. oox 



II 



CHI-SQUARES 20.7647 ^ 

,^«,TE: expected CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 




TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE HZTH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED HZTH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

CLEFT t>AUTE fANO CLEFT LIP) 



PffACTXpE EXPEP^ENCE 



„_STUDEMT E XPERIENCE 



TREATM 
OFFICE 



TREATM 
HOSPITAL 



DEFERRED i 



NO I m I 

CONTACT t RESPONSE I 



TOTAL 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED JfitAtmn 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 
\ 



TOTAL 



N 

ROMX 
COLX 

N 

ROUK 

col;< 

N 

rom;< 
col;< 

N 

rom;< 
col;< 

N 

ron;< 

COLX 



N 

ROMK 

col:: 



60 
29.70;< 

7.92X 



Ifi 

d.9i;< 

2 

2&.S7y. 
0.99'/. 

106 

:&2.62y. 



20Z 

n.26:t 
100. oo;: 



19 

10. sax 
39. say. 

7 

i^.69y. 
i^,B6y. 

2 

4.17X 
0 

0.0 y. 
0.0 y. 

20 

6.i9;< 
^1.67;^ 



40 
7.91Ji 
100.00/C 



93 I 

5o.oo>rl 

29.di;<l 

20 I 
42.55X1 
6.41X1 

Id I 
40.91X 
5.77X 

3 

42.96X 
0.96X 

175 
55.11X 
57.05X 

312 

1.32X1 51.40XJ 
lOO.OOXl lOO.OOX 

I 



5 
29 



11 
13 



20 
5 



4 
43 



I 

11 I 
.91X1 
.73X1 
I 

3 I 
.38X1 
.11X1 
' I 
5 I 
,36X1 
.51X1 
I 

2 I 
.57X1 
,41X1 
I 

16 I 

.95X1 
.24X1 
I 



\ 



I 

106 I 
lOO.OOXl 
30.64X1 
I 

47 I 
lOO.OOXl 
7.74X1 
I 

44 I 
lOO.OOXl 
7.25X1 
I 

7 I 
100.00X1 
1.15X1 
I 

323 I 
100.00X1 
53.21X1 



6 
100 



37 I 
.10X1 
.00X1 
I 



\ 

607 I 
lOO.OOXl 
lOO.OOXl 
I 



(NOTE J 



CHI-SQUAREc 19.7699 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUE^M:IES OF* LESS THAN 5 HAVE BE£N USED IN THE CHZ-*SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDErrr experience with HA^^oICAPPEO patients 

COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE" AFTER GRADUATION 

1975 GRADUATES 

OTHER CRANIOFACIAL ANOMALIES 



STUDENT EXPERIENCIL 



PRACTXCt EXPERIENCE 

I TREATM I TREATM I I NO .1 NO II 

I uOFFICE lHOSPITAL I REFE RRED I CO^^TACTlRESPONSEll 



II 

1 1 SEEN PHESENTA- 
1 1 TION OF PATIENT 
II 
II 

II HELPED TREATMENT 

II OF PATIENT 

II 

II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
1 1 *ONE PATIENT 
II 
II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
1 1 TWO OR MORE 

II 
II 

1 1 NO RESPONSE 

II 

II 

II 



I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLMI 

I. 
Nl 

ROW?tl 

COLXl 

I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLkl 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 

ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 



I 

27 I 
15.88^1 
33.33X1 
I 

3 1 
15.79X1 
3.70X1 
I 

5 I 
25.00X1 
6.17X1 
I 

1 I 
25.00X1 
1.23X1 
I 

45 I 
11.42X1 
55.56X1 
I 



I 

10 I 
5.68X1 
28.57X1 
I 

5 I 
26.32X1 
14.29X1 
I 

2 I 
10.00X1 
5.71X1 
I 

1 I 
25.00X1 
2.86X1 
I 

17 I 
4.31X1 
^8.57X1 
I 



2 I 
1.18X1 
28.57X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 



I 

5 I 
1.27X1 
71.43X1 
I 



117 I 
68.82X1 
27.15X1 
I 

9 I 
47.37X1 
2.09X1 
I 

10 I 
50.00X1 
2.32X1 
I 

2 I 
50.00X1 
0.46X1 
I 

293 I 
74.37X1 
67.98X1 
I 



u 

14 II 
8.24X11 
26.42X11 
11 

2 II 
10.53X11 

3.77X11 
II 

3 II 
15.00X11 

5.66X11 
II 
0 II 
0.0/Xl I 
0.0 xll 

II 

5411 
8.63X11 
64.15X11 
II 



II 

TOTAL II 
II 

170 II 

loo.ooxli 

28.01X11 
II 

. 19 II 
100.00X11 
3.13X11 
II 

20 II 
100.00X11 
3.29X11 
II 
4 II 
100.00X11 
0.66X11 
II 

394 II 
100.00X11 
64.91X11 
II 



II 

I f TOTAL 

II 

II 

II 



I I 

Nl 61 I 

ROWXl 13.34X1 

COLXl 100,00X1 100.00X1 

I I I 



35 I 
5.77X1 



I 

7 I 
1.15X1 
lOO.OOXl 



I 

431 I 
71.00X1 
100.00X1 
I 



II 

,53 II 
8.73X11 
100.00X11 

II 



II 

607 II 
100.00X11 
100.00X11 
II 



CHI-SQUARES 



(NOTE: 



28.6280 

EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-5QUARE CALCUl,4JpK}N) 
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•^ABLE 18 (continued) 



8TUDE^fr EXPERIENCE HITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 

compAed wijij/ 

PRACTICE EXPERIENCfeKfTER GRADUATION 
1970 GRADUATES 
SPINA BIFIDA 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUPE^rr EXPERIENCE 



TREATM 
OFFICE 



TREATH 0 
HOSPITA^EFERRED 



NO 
CQNTACT 



NO 
RESPONSE 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TNO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



N 

ROWX 
CO^ 

N 

ROWX 
COLX 

N 

ROWX 
COEX 

N 

ROWX 
COLX 

N 

RONX 
COU 



0 

32.00X 
1 

16.67X 

» 0 
0.0 X 
0.0 K 

1 

50.00X 

4.00/: 

IB 
3.50/: 

60.00/: 




TOTAL 



N 

ROWX 
COLX 



as 

100. oox 



1 

0.16-/C 
100. oox 



14<# 
e5.21X 
2O.02X 

5 

fi3.33X 
0.97/: 

2 

100. oo;: 

0.39/: 

1 

50.00/: 
0.19/: 

362 
fi^.SdX 
70.43X 



514 
64. 6S/: 
100. oox 



13 
7.69/: 
23.64/: 

0 

0.0 X 

0.0 ;: 

0 

0.0 V. 
0.0 X 

0 

0.0 >: 

0.0 X 

42 
9.dlX 
76.36X 

55 
9.06X 
100. oox 



169 

100. oo;: 

27.84'/: 
6 

100. oox 
0.99X 



100. oox 
0.33>: 

2 

100.00/. 

, 0.53/: 

420 
100. oox 
70.51/: 



607 

100. oo;: 
100. oo;: 



CHI-SQUARE= 15.7060 
C NOTES EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE SEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



< 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE MITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

197d GRADUATES 

^ALIDOhlDE 



PRACTICE EyPERIE»4CE- 



I TREATM I TREATM I 



I NO I NO 



II 



II 



?TUDENT EXPERTgKCg ^ I OFFICE IHOSPITAL IREFERREQ I C0N TAQTlPE?P9N?E II TQTAl l - l 



II 

II SEEt^ PRESENTA- 
1 1 TION OF PATIENT 
II 
II 

II KSLPEO TREATMENT 
II OF PATIENT 
II 
'II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
II ONE PATIENT 
II 
II 

II RESPONSIBUE FOR 
II TWO OR more' 



II 
II 

1 1 NO RESPONSE 

II 

II 

II • 

n 

II TOTAL 

II 
II 
II 



I 

Nl 

noH'/A 
coul 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COUl 
' I 
Nl 
ROMXl 
COUl 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COUl 
I 

Nl 

ROMXl 
COUl 
I 

I 

Nl 

ROMXl 
COUl 



I 

6 I 
3.73/fl 

31. sex I 

I 

0 I 
^ 0.0 /.\ 

0.0 y.\ 
I 

0 I 
,0 y.\ 
.0 ■/.] 
I 

0 I 
,0 y.\ 
.0 y.\ 



I 

5 I 
3. ml 

<H.67/Cl 

I 

0 1 
0.0 y.\ 
0.0 y.\ 



I 

13 I 

2.99/Cl 
6RMy.\ 
I 

I 

19 I 
3.13X1 
100.00X1 



I 

0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 Xl 

■I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 



I 

1 I 

50.00X1 
a. 33X1 

I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 
0.0 xl 



I 

6 I 
1.30X1 
50.00X1 
I 



0 I 
0 XI 
0 xl 

I 

0 I 

,0 xl 
,0 xl 

I 



I 



1 I 

0.23X1 
100.00X1 

I' . I 

12 I 1 I 

1.96x1 o.uy,] 
100.00X1 ipD.ooxi 

I I 



II 

13 II 161 II 
d.OT/tW 100.00X1 1 
20.00X11 26.52X11 
II II 
2 11 7 II 

20.57X11 100.00X11 
3.08X11 1.15X11 
II II 
'oil 2 11 

0.0 xl I' 100.00X1 1 
0,0 Xll' 0.33X11 
II ll„ 

0 II a II- 

0.0 xl I 100.00X1 1 
0.0 xll 0.33X11 
II .11 
50 II 435 II 
U.49XH 100.00X1 1 
76.92X11 71.66X11 
II 11 

I II II 

510 I 65 II 607 II 

d^.osxl lo.ir/A] 100.00x1 1 
loo.oo;:! 100.00^:11 loo.ooxll 
^ I II II 



137 I 
fi5.09Xl 
26.66X1 
I 

5 I 
71AZy.\ 
0.9flXl 
^1 
1 I 
50.00X1 
0.20X1 
• I 

100.00X1 
0.39X1 
I 

365 I 
ft3.91Xl 
71.57X1 
I 



(NOTES 



CHI-SQUAREQ 30.5821 
EXPECTED CEti. FREQUENCIES OF^ESS WAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED ^IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTION) 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



^STUDENT EXPERIE>4CE WITH HAWICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED MZTH 
PRACTICE EXP£RlEr4CE AFTER GRADUATION 



1976 GRADUATES 
DIABETES 

. PRACTICE EyPERIENCE, 



5TUPEf4T EXPERIENCE^ 



I TREATM 



SEEN PRESEffTA- 


1 

Nl 


51 1 


. 1 
1 


0 1 




TIQN OF PATIErfT 


ROUXl 


96.a3/;l 


1.09Xr 


0.0 XI 


1.09X1 




COLXl 
1 


9.66X1 


2.9<iXr' 

1 


0.0 Xl 


3.57X1 


HELPED TREATMENT 


Nl 


1 


1 1 


. 0 1 


F 1 


OF PATIENT 


ROMXl 


05.71X1 


3.57X1 


0.0 xl 


3.57X1 




COLXl 


^.55X1 


• 2.94X1 

1 * 


o.o xl 


3.57X1 


RESPONSIBLE FOR 


1 

Nl 


13^ 1 


11 1 




0 1 


ONE PATIENT 


-ROWXI 


06.36X1 


7.1<>Xl 


0.0 xl 


5.19X1 




COLXl 


25.19X1 


32.35X1 


0.0 XI 


20.57X1 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TKO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



ccccnsccccccnncncQC 



75 
e5.23X 
14.20X 

245 
06.27X 
46.40X 



TOTAL 



I 

Nl 

Rovrxl 

COLXl 

I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 

> I 
I 

Nl 520 
ROMXl 06.99X 
COLXl 100. OOX 




TREATM I 
HOSPITAL I REFERRED 



I 

5 I 
5.60X1 



1 

1.14X 



0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 



NO 
CONTACT 



2 

2.27X 
7.14X 

16 
5.63X 
57.14X 



14.71X1 UOO.OOX 
I 

16 K 
5.6^X1 
47.06X1 
I 

I 

34 I 1 
5.60X1 0.16X 
100.00X1 100. OOX 
I 



GnacaccnGnacnDDOGacnacc 



20 
4.61X 
100. OCX 



NO 
RESPONSE 



0.0 X 
0.0 X 

2 

7.14X 
12. SOX 



1.30X 
12. SOX 

6.60X 
31.25X 

7 

2.46X 
43.75X 



16 
2.64X 
lOO.OOX 



II 
I 

53 I 
lOi.OOXl 
0.73X1 
I 

20 I 
100.00X1 
4.61X1, 
I 

154 I 
100. COX I 
25.37X1 
I 

00 I 
100.00X1 
14.50X1 
I 

204 'I 
100. 00X1 
46.79X1 



I 
I 

607 I 
lOO.OOXl 

loo.oorH 



CHI-SQUARE2 19.0920 
(NOTE 5 EKPECTiO CHLL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHX«5QUARE CALCULATION) 



TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1970 GRADUATES 

HEMOPHILIA ' 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



SEEN PRESENTAr 
TION OF PATlENt\ 



HELPpD TREATMENT 
QF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TMO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



T. 

TREATM 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



I TREATM I 



OFFICE I HOSPITAL i REFERRED I 



NO I WO II II 
CONTACT I RESPONSE 1 1 TOTAL I I 



I 

Nl 

ROM/Cl 

I 

Nl 
ROM/Cl 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 

ROM/CI 
CO L/C I 
1^ 
Nl 
ROMXl 
CO L/C I 
\ I 
Nl 
ROM/Cl 

I 



I 

o 20 I 
16^67)^ 
29.17X1 
I 

. ^ I 
15 .36X1^ 
^.17X1 
I 

5 I 

S.ZV/A 
I 

1 I 
33.33X1 
1.04X1 
I 

50 I 
W.'99X| 
60.42X1 
I 



r I I -11 II 

17 1 6 1 104 I 13 I I 16% II 

10.12X1^ 3.5rX| ' 61.90X1 7.74X11 100.00X| I 

20.33X4i->i3.>33Xl 27.51X1 23.^64X1 I* 27.60X1 1 

^ . I I I II II 

7 1 II 13 I 1 II 26 fl 

26.92X1 3.05X1 50.00X1 ^.^K^^l 100.00X1 1 

11.67X1 5.56X1 3.44X1 ^.02X|\ 4.20X11 

I I I II , II 

^31 01 11 I 4 J I 23 I I 

13.04X1 O.'O XI 47.03X1 17.39X11 lOO.OOXjl 

5.00X1 0.0 XI 2.91X1 7.27X11 3.79X11 

I I I II \ II 

0 1 0 1 11 1 ll 3 11 

0.0 XI 0.0 XI 33.33X1 33.3315:11 lOj. 00X11 

0.0 XI 0.0 XI 0.26X1 1.02X11 0.49X11 

I I I II . II 

:J3 I 11 I 249 I 36 ir 387 I I 

0.53X1 2.64X1 64.34X1 9*.30Xll 100.00X1 1 

55.00X1 61.11X1 65,07X1 65*45X1 I 63.76X1 I 

I I II II 



II 



TOTAL 



I I I I ^ I II 

Nl 96 I - 60 I 16 I 370 I 55 II 607 j| 

ROWXl 15.62X1 9.66X1 2.97X1 ^2.27X1 9.06X11 100.00X11 

COLXl 100.00X1 lOO.OOXl lOO.OOXl lOO.OOXl 100.00X11 100.00X11 

I I I \ I . II II 



CHI-SQUARE= 16.2172 - 

(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTION) 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDEtfT EXPERIENCE HZTH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED NITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCEyV^FTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

CARDIOPULMONARY DISEASE 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



TREATM 
OFFICE 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPER TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 



I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COU^I 
I 

Nl 

cou^l 
I 

Nl 



52 
80.00/C 
10.61XJ 

60. oo;^ 

106 



TREATM 
HOSPITAL 



4 

6.15X 
lO.OOX 

2 

6.67/: 

s.oox 
11 



ONE PATIENT 


ROMXI 




6.33X1 


0.76X1 


6.33X1 


^.n27X| 


lOO.OOXl 1 




COLXl 
' 1 


22.04X1 


27.50X1 


14.29X1 
1 


19.30X1 


13.64X1 


21.75X11 


RESPONSIBLE 


FOR Nl 


65 1 


/ 4 1 


0 1 


3 1 


5 II 


77 M 


TMO OR MORE 


ROMXI 


64.42X1 


5.19X1 


0.0 XI 


3.90X1 


6.49X1 


100.00X11 ' 




COU^I 


13.51X1 


10.00X1 


^ 0.0 XI 


5.^6X1 


22.73X11 


12.69X11 


NO RESPONSE 


1 


234 .1 




1 

5 1 


36 1 


9 II 


303 II 




ROM^^I 


77.23X1 


6.27X1 


1.65X1 


11.66X1 


2.97X11 


100.00X11 




COU^I 


46.65X1 


47.50X1 


71.43X1 


63.16X1 


40.91X11 


49.92X11 




1 




0 , 1 


1 








TOTAL 


1 

Nl 


481 1 


40 1 


1 

7 1 


57 1 


22 II 


607 II 




^ ROMXt 


' 79.24X1 


6.59X1 


lasxi 


,9.39X1 


3.62X11 


100.00X11 




COUil 
^ 1 


lOO.OOXl 


lOO.OOXl 


ioo.oo;i| 
1 


100,00X1 


lOO.OOXl 1 


100.00X11 



















I NO 
REFERRED I CONTACT 



•I. 
'l I 
1.54X1 
14.29MI 

1 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 



DMTAC1 

• 6 
9.23X 
10.53X 



1 

3.33X 
1.75X 

11 



NO 
RESPONSE 



2 

3.08X 
9.09X 

3 

lO.OOX 
13.64X 



TOTAL 



65 
100. OOX 
10.71X 



to 

100. ^OX 
4.94X 



132 



(NOTE: 



CHI-SQUARE=: , 15.4670 
EXPECTED CELL ipitEqUENCIES DF LESS JHAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
CDMPARED WITH * 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1978 GRADUATES 

^ ASTHMA 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 




TREATH I 
OFFICE 1 


TREATM 1 
HOSPITAL! 


REFERRED! 


NO 1 
CONTACT 1 


NO 1 1 
RESPONSE II 


.11 
TOTAL II 


1 1 TION OF PATIENT 


Nl 
ROW/(| 
COLXl 


69 1 
63.13X1 
13.75X1 


'4 1 
4.82X1 
' 11.76X1 


0 1 
0.0 XI 

a.o xl 


7 1 
8.43X1 
14.58X1 


ull 

3.61X11 
15.00X11 
II 


II 

83 II 
lOO.OOXl 1 
13.67X1 1 
II 


1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 
II OF PATIENT 


Nl 
ROUXI 
COL/Cl 


ZB 1 
75.76X1 
4. 90X 


3 1 
9.09X1 
8.82X 


* 0 j 
0.0 XI 
0.0 xl 


21 
6.06X1 
4.17X 


3 11 
9.09X11 
15.00X1 1 
II 


33 I I 
100.00X11 
5*44X1 1 
II 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 
II ONE PATIENT 


Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 


108 

65.04X 
21.51X 


6 

4.72X 
17.65X 


1 1 

0.79X1 
33.33X1 


10 

o 7.87X 
20.83X 


2 II 
1.57X11 
10.00X1 1 
II 


127 II 
100.00X11 
20.92X11 
II 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 
1 1 TWO OR MORE 


Nl 
ROWXl 
COL/^I 


39 
90.70X 
7.77X 


2 

4.65X 
5.a6X 


0 1 
0.0 Xl 

q.o XI 


0 

0.0 X 
0.0 X 


2 II 
4.65X11 
10.00X1 1 
1 II 


43 II 
100.00X11 
7.08X1 1 

n 

321 II 
lOO.OOXl 1 
52.88X11 
11 


1 1 NO RESPONSE 


Nl 
ROWXl 
COLXl 


261 
61.31X 
51.99X 


5.92X 
55.88X 


o2 1 
0.62X1 
66.67X1 


29 
9.03X 
60.42X 


1 10 II 
1 3.12X11 
50.00X11 
1 II 


II TOTAL 


Nl 

ROWKl 
COLXl 


502 
a2.70X 
lOO^OOX 


1 34 

5.60X 
1 100. OOX 


1 3 1 
1 0.49X1 
1 100.00X1 


48 
7.91X 
100. OOX 


1 II 
1 20 II 
1 3.29X11 
1 100.00X1 1 
1 II 


II 

607 II 
100.00X1 1 
100.00X11 
II 






CHI-SQUARES 


11.7993 









(NOTE! EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



23 -> 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 

COMPARED HITH 
^ PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

ATHEROSCLEROSIS 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 




TREATM 
OFFICE 


TREATM 1 
HOSPITAL! 


REFERRED! 


NO 
CONTACTI 


NO 1 
RESPONSE 1 


1 1 

TOTAL it 


II SEEN PRESENTA- 


Nl 


66 


5 


0 1 




5 1 


104 II 


1 1 TION OF PATIENT 


ROMXl 


63 •^6X 


^•OIX 


0.0 XI 


26.92X 


^.61X1 


100.00X1 1 


J [ 


COLXl 


17.51X 


16.67X 


0.0 Xl 


17.63X 


11.90X1 

1 


17.13X1 1 
II 


1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 


Nl 


7 


2 


0 1 


5 


1 1 


15 II 


1 1 OF PATIENT 


ROMXl 


^6.67X 


13.33X 


0.0 XI 


33.33X 


6.67X1 


100.00X11 




COLXI 


1.06X 


6.67X 


0.0 xl 


3.i6X 


2.36X1 


2.47X1 1 


II RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 


50 


7 


0 1 


^ 10 


^ 1 


71 II 


1 i ONE PATIENT 


ROMXl 


70.42X 


9.66X 


0.0 xl 


i4.oax 


5.63X11 


100.00X11 




COLXl 


13.26X 


23.33X 


0.0 XI 


6.37X 


9.52X1 


11.70X1 1 


1 1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 


35 


3 


0 1 


2 


2 1 


42 II 


1 1 TMO OR MORE 


ROMXl 


63.33X 


7.WX 


0.0 xl 


<».76X 


4.76X1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


9.2dX 


lO.OOX 


0.0 xl 


1.27X 


4.76X1 


6.92X1 1 


1 1 NO RESPONSE 


Nl 


219 


13 1 


1 1 


112 


30 1 


375 II 




ROMXl 


5d.40X 


3.<»7Xl 


0.27X1 


29.87X 


6.00X1 


100.00X11 


* 


COLXl 


5d.09X 


43.33X 


100.00X1 


71.3^X 


71.43X1 


61;76Xl 1 


















II TOTAL 


Nl 


377 


30 1 


1 1 


157 1 


42 1 


607 II 




ROMXl 


62.11X 


<^.94X 


Q.16XI 


25.a6X 


6.92X11 


100.00X11 




COLXl 


100 .OOX 


100 .OOX 


100.00X1 


100. OOX 


100.00X1 


100.00X1 1 



CHI-SqUARE= ' 29.0574 

(NOTE** EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



233 



TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
CDMPARED MITH » 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1970 GRADUATES 

EMPHYSEMA 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE. 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 

SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION DF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
DF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FDR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FDR 
TMO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



I TREATM I TJIEATM I | NO ' I NO I I I I 

I OFFICE I HOSPITAL I REFERRED i CONTA CT I Rt^SPONSE It TOTAL II 



TOTAL 



I 

Nl 
ROW/A 
CDLXl 

N» 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
+ 
Ml 
ROW/A 
CDLXl 
I 

Nl 
* ROW/A 
POL^/I 
I 

Nl 
RDMXl 
COLXl 
I 

I 

Nl 
RDMXl 
CDLXl 
I 



73 I 
56.59XJ 
21.16X1 



lA I 

56.^3X1 
' ^.06X1 * 
• I 
37 I 
7r.l5Xl 
10.72X1 
I 

11 I 
d^.62Xl 
3.19X1 
I 

210 I 
53.93X1 
6^.07X1 
I 

. I 
3^5 I 
56\8^Xl 
100.00X1 
I 



V 
9 I 
6.96X1 
21.^3X1 ' 
\ 

3 I 
12.50X1 
7.14X1 

2 I 
3.d5Xl 
4.76X1 
I 

0 J 
.0.0 xl 
0.0 XI 

I 

28 I 
7.20X1 
66.67X1 
I 

^ I 
.42 I 
6.92X1 
100.<)0Xl 
I 



I 

3 I 
2.33;iJ 
75.00X1 

1/ 
0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 



I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 xl 

I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 Xj 

• I 

1 I 

0.26X1 
25.0'OXl 
I I 

I 

4 I 
.0.66X1 
lOO.OOXl 
I 



1 

39 I 
30.23X1, 
20.97X1 
I 



. 6 I 
25.00X1 

3.23X1 

. I 

. 12.1 

23.0dXl 

6.45X1 

I 

2 I 
15.36X1 
1.06X1 

^ ; 

127 I 
32.65X1 
60.2^X1 
I 

I 

' 166 I 
3d. 64X1 
100.00X1 
I 



II 
5 II 
3.66X11 
16.67X1 I 
il 
1 II 
4.17X1 1 
' 3.33X1 1 
II 
1 II 

*«.il9axli 

3.33X11 
II 
0 II 
0.0X1 I 
0.0 X|[ 

II 

23' 1 1 
i.91Xll' 
76.67XJI 
.11 

II 

30 II 
4.94X1 1 
lOO.OOXl I 
II 



II 

lar 1 1 

lOO.OOXl I 
2X. 25X11 

M 

. 24 11 

lOO.OOXU 
• 3.95X1 1 
II 

52 II 
00X11 
57X11 

; II 

13 II 

00x1 r 

14X11 

II 

399 II 
100.00X11 
64.09X11 
II 

II 

607 11 
100.00X1 1 
100.00X1 I 
II 



100 
6 



100. 
2. 



CHI-SQUARE= 19.3135 
C NOTES EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED. IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE X8 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
r>RACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 



CYSTIC FIBROSIS 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 




TREATM 

Of^^FlCE 


TREATM 
HOSPITAL 


REFERRED! 


NO 1 
CONTACT! 


NO 1 1 
RESPONSE II 


TOTAL tl 


1 1 SEEN PRESENTA- 


HI 


9 


6 


1 


129 1 


11 II 


156 II 


1 1 TION OF PATIENT 


ROMXl 


5.77X 


3.d5X 


0.6^X 


d2.69X 


7.05X1 ! 


100.00X1 1 


II 

II '* 


COLXl 


eo.opx 


?5,2?X 


, 100. OOX 


26./t3X 


19.6^Xj 1 


^ 25.70X1 1 


1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 


Nl 


1 


0 


0 


S 


1 II 


10 11 


II OF PATIENT 


ROMXl 


lO.OOX 


0.0 y. 


0.0 X 


AO.OOX 


10.00X1 ! 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


z.zzy. 


0.0 y. 


0.0 X 


1.6^X 


1.79X1 1 


1.65X1 1 


II RESI^ONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 




0 


0 


12 


2 1! 


IS II 


II ONE PATIENT 


ROMXl 




0.0 y. 


0.0 X 


66.67X 


11.11X1 ! 


100.00X11 




COLXl 


fi.A9X 


0.0 y. 


o.b X 


2.^6X 


3.57X1 ! 


2.97X1 1 


II RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 


z 


0 


0 


1 


1 N 


4 II 


1 1 TWO OR MORE 


ROW/A 


50.00X 


0.0 y. 


0.0 X 


25. OOX 


25.00X1 ! 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 




o.o^x 


0.0 X 


0.20X 


1.79X1! 


0.66X1 1 


1 1 NO RESPONSE 


ft • 1 
Nl 


29 


11 


0 1 


33d 


^1 1! 


419 11 




ROMXl 


6.92X 


2.63X 


0.0 X 


da,67X 


- 9.79X11 


lOO.OOXl 1 


1 1 <^ 


COLXl 




6^.71X1 


0.0 xl 


69.26X1 


73.21X11 


69.03X11 


II TOTAL 


Nl 


1 


17 1 


1 1 


465 ! 


56 II 


607 II 


11 ^ 


ROMXl 




2.dOX| 


0.16X1 


so.^ox! 


9*23X11 


lOO.OOXl 1 




COLXl 


100. oox 


100. oox; 


100. 00X1 


100. oox! 


100.00X1 ! 


100.00X11 



CHI-SQUARES 24.4997 
XNOTE: expected CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHZ-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED MItH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1976 GRADUATES 

AllERGIC REACTION 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 




TREATM 1 
OFFICE 1 


TREATM 1 
HOSPITAL! 


REFERRED! 


NO 1 
CONTACT 1 


NO II 
RESPONSE II 


TOTAL II 


1 1 SEEN PRESENTA- 
1 1 TION OF PATIENT 


Nl 
ROWXl 

coul 


52 1 
67.53X1 
12.94X1 


-^3 1 
3.90X1 
0.02X 


0 1 
0.0 xl 
0.0 XI 


17 1 
22.06KI 
12.41X! 


5 1 
6.49/{l 
17 « 24X1 


77 II 
100«00X|I 
12.69X11 


\\ HELPED TREATMENT 
II OF PATIENT 


Nl 
ROMXI 
COLXl 


23 1 
79.31X1 
5.72X 


13.79X 
11.76X 


0 1 

' 0.0 XI 
0.0 xl 


2 ! 
6.90X1 
1.46X1 


0 1 
0.6* YA 
0.0 VA 


1 29 IT 
lOO.OOXl 1 
4.76X11 


II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
II ONE PATIENT 

1 1 ^ 


Ml 
ROMXl 
COLXl 


67 1 
62.62X1 
16.67X 


12 
11.21X 
35.29X 


2 1 

. 1.67X1 
40.00X1 


15 
14.02X1 
10.95X1 


11 1 
10.26X1 
37.93X1 


107 II 
100.00X1 1 
17.63X1 1 


II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
1 1 TMO OR MORE 


Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 


53 
72.60X 
13.10X 


1 

1.37X 
2.94X 


0 1 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 Xl 


19 
26.03X 
13.67X 


0 1 
0.0 VA 
0.0 


! 7y II 

! 100.00X11 
! 12.03X11 


1 1 NO RESPONSE 


Nl 
ROMXI 
COLXl 


207 
51.<^9X 


14 
4.36X 
41.10X 


! 3 1 
0.93X1 
60.00X1 


64 
26.17X 
61.31X 


13 1 
4.05X1 
44.63X1 


1 321 II 
1 100.00X11 
1 52.66X11 


II TOTAL . 


Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 


♦ 

402 
^ 66.23X 
100. oox 


34 
5.60X 
100. OOX 


1 5 1 
0.62X1 
100.00X1 


137 
22.57X 
100. OOX 


29 1 
4.76X1 
100.00X1 


1 607 1 1 
1 100.00X11 
1 100.00X11 



CHI-SQUARE= 



38.9699 



(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTION) 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDEKT EXPERIENCE NZTH HANDZCAPPEO PATZEKTS 
COMPARED HZTH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 



1976 GRADUATES 
AUTISM 



PRACTICE lEXPERIENCE 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



TREATM 
OFFICE 



TREATM 
HOSPITAL 



REFERRED 



NO 
CONTACT 



NO 

RESPONSE 



I 

TOTAL I 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE- PATIJENT ' 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
+f TWO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



I 

Nl 
RONXI 
COLXI 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 

col;: I 
I 

Nl 
I 

Nl 
ROMXI 
COUCI 
I 

Nl 
ROMXI 
ZOV/A 
\ 

I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXI 
I 



9 

B.BZ'/. 
20. 13;: 

0 

0.0 y. 
0.0 y. 

0 

0.0 y. 

0.0 z 

z 

50.00;: 

21 
5.00X 
65.63;: 



•32 

5.27;: 

lOOiOOX 



4 

zMy. 
16.67;: 

1 

9.09X 
0 

0.0';: 

0.0 A 
0 

0.0 ;: 
0.0 ;: 

19 

4.52;: 

79.17X 



24 
* 3.9SX 
100. oox 



0 

0.0 y. 
0.0 y. 

0 

0.0 y. 
0.0 ;: 

0 

0.0 y. 
0.0 y. 

0 

0.0^ X 

0. 0 y. 

5 

1. m 
loo.ooxj 



0.62;: 
100. doK 



I 

163 I 
100.00X1 
26.65X1 
I 

11 I 
lOO.OOXl 
1.61X1 
I 

9 I 
lOO.OOXl 
1.46X1 
I 

4 I 
lOO.OOXl 
0.66X1 
I 

420 I 
lOO.OOXl 
69.19X1 
I 

cssncsnss 
I 

607 I 
100.00X1 
lOO.OOXl 
I 



13$ 
62.62X 
27.66X 

10 
90.91X 
2.05X 

9 

100. oox 
1.64X 

1 

25. OOX 
0.20X 

333 
79.29X 
66.24X 



15 
9,20X 
25.66X 

0 

0.0 X 

o.b X 

0 

0.0 y. 

0.0 X 

1 

25. oox 
1.72X 

42 

10. oox 

72.41X 



466 
60.40X 
ItO.OOX 



56 
9.56X 
100. OOX 



(NOTE: 



CHI-SQUARE» ' 26.3667. 

EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTZON) 



237 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 



1976 GRADUATES 
HYPERACTIVITY 



PRACTICE E XPERIENCE- 



5TUDEMT EXPERIENCE, 



I TREATM I TREATM I | NO t NO I 

I OFFICE tHQSPITAllREFERRg Di CONTACT I RESPQMgElLtQTA 



II 

II SEEN PR€SENTA- 
1 1 TIOH OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



II 
II 
II 
II 
II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
II ONE PATIENT 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TWO OR HORE 



NO RESPONSE 



Nl 
ROWXl 
COLKl 
I 

Nl 
ROWXl 
CDLXl 
I 

Nl 
RDWXl 
CDLXl 
I 

Nl 

ROWXl 
COLXl 
I 

^Nl 
RDWXl 
COLXl 



49 I 
40.16X1 
17.25/Cl 
I 

IS I 
4 A. 39X1 
5. ml 
I 

37 I 
56.9SXI 
13.03X1 
I 

7 I 
50.00X1 
2.46X1 
I 

176 I 
46.93X1 
61.97X1 



5. 
21. 



6 
12 



7 I 
74X1 
21X1 
I 

2 I 
.45X1 
.06X1 
I 

4 I 
.15X1 
.12X1 



0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

ao I 

5.33X1 
60.61X1 



2 I 
1.64X1 

16.67X1 
I 

1 I 
3.23X1 
0.33X1 

I 

3 I 
4.62X1 

25.00X1 
I 

2 I 
14.29X1 
16.67X1 

. I 

4 I 
1.07X1 

33.33X1 



53 I 
43.44X1 
22.64X1 
I 

IX I 
35.48X1 
4.74X1 
I 

Id I 

27.69X1 
7.76X1 
I 

4 I 
26.57X1 
1.72X1 
I 

146 I 
3S.93XI 
62.93X1 



11 II 122 II 
9.02X11 100«00Xlt 
23.91X11 20.10X11 



2 II 
6*45X11 
4.35X11 

II 

3 II 



31 II 

i6o.ooxll 

5.11X11 

II 

65 II 
4«62Xll 100.00X11 
6.52X11 10«71X|| 
II 11 
1 II 14 II 
7.14X11 100.00X11 
2.17X11 2.31X11 
II II 
29 II 375 II 
7.73X11 100.00X11 
63.04X11 61.76X11 
II II 



II 

II TOTAL 

II 

II 



I 



I I 

Nl 264 I 33 I 12 I 232-1 ^ii II 607 M 

ROWXl 46.79X1 5.44X1 1.96X1 3S.22XI 7.56X11 100.00X11 

COLXl 100. 00X1 100.00X1 lOO.OOJJl 100.00X1 100.00X11 100.00X1 1 

I ' I I I I II II 



(NOTES 



CHI-SQUARE= 22.7947 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 
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TABLE *18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE HXTH HANOZCAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARtO HITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1970 Gi?A0UATE5 ' 

OTHER BEHAVIOR PROBLEMS 



' STUDENT EXPERIENCE 


1 

' 1 


TREATH 1 

OFFICE 1 


TREATH 1 
HOSPITAL 1 


* 1 

REFERRED 1 


NO 1 
CONTACT 1 


NO 1 

RESPOflBEl 


r TOTAL II 


1 f SEEN PRESENTA- 
1 1 imi OF PATIENT 


1 

RQU'/A 

cov/A 

1 


^4 1 


9 1 

Jk , 


4 1 

X AAV 1 

26.57;<| 


37 i 
AO . yuf* 
20.67X1 


9 1 
15.00X1 


1 103 II 

1 AW . U U/. 1 1 

1 16.97Xj0 


II HELPED TREATMENT 
II OF PATIENT 


Nl 

ROMXl 

couci 


17 1 
55.62;<l 
SAVA\ 


1 1 

2.50;<| 


1 1 

^.c^BYA 
l.l^YA 


7 

24.14X 
3.91X 


3 1 
10.34X1 
5.00X1 


' li^ 

1 29 II 
1 100.00X11 
1 4.7BXII 


II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
11 ONE PATIENT 


1 

Nl 

roh;<I 

COLXl 

1 


37 1 
50.73X1 

ii.7o;«l 


5 1 

i.9c^yA 

12.50;<| 


1 1 
1.59X1 
7.14X1 


17 
26.9BX 
9.50X 


3 1 
4.76X1 
1 5.00X1 


1 63 II 
1 100.00X11 
1 10.38X11 


II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
1 1 TNO OR KORE 


Nl 

roh;<I 

COLMI 


3^ 1 
77.27;i| 


0 t 

0.0 yA 

0.0 YA 


2 1 
4.55X1 
14.29X1 


6 

13.64X 
3.35X 


2 1 
4.55X1 
1 3.33X1 


1 44 II 
1 100. 00X11 
1 7.25X11 


1 1 NO RESPONSE 


1 

Nl 

ROM^I 

cov/A 

1 


192 1 


25 1 
6.79JCI 
62.50^1 


6 1 
1.63X1 
42.B6XI 


112 
30.43X 
62.57;: 


43 1 
'11.6BXI 
71.67X1 


1 36B II 

1 loo.ooxll 

1 60.63X11 










asaccacnsas 


II TOTAL 


1 

Nl 

Rou;;i 

COLKl 

1 


314 1 
51, 735: 1 

ioo.oo;:i 


AO 1 

6.S9;:l 
*ioo.oo;:| 


14 1 
2.31X1 
lOO.OOXl 


179 

29.49;: 
100.00^:1 


60 1 
9.66X1 

ido.ooxi 


1 607 II 
1 100.00X11 
1 100.00X11 



CHI-SQUARE= 25.7636 
C NOTES EXPECTED CELL FREQUE^4CIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



ERIC 
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TABLE 18 (contv^nued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WJTH. HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 



*4>RACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 
1976 GRADUATES 
LEUKEHIA 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 



S TVPgMT EXPERIENCE 



II 

II SEEN PRESENTA- 
1 1 TION OF PATIENT 
II 
II 

1 1 HELPED TREATHENT 
II OF PATIENT 

li 

II 

II RESP0H5IBU FOR 
II ONE PATIENT 
II 
II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
1 1 TWO OR HORE 
II 
II 

1 1 NO RESPONSE 

II 

II 

II 

^asncasscsssssasccsni 
II 

11 TOTAL 

II 

II 

II 



I TREATM I TREATH I I NO I NO M H 

I OFFICE IHOSPITALIREFERRE DI CONTACTlRESPONSEll TQTAl . jj 



I 

Nl 
ROW/Cl 
COUl 
I 

. Nl 
ROU/Cl 
COL/Cl 
I 

Nl 
ROU/Cl 
COL/Cl 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COL/Cl 
I 

Ml 
ROU/Cl 
COLXl 
I 



I 

Z9 I 
15.93/Cl 
26. 71X1 

0 I 
0.0. XI 
0.0 XI 

1 

3 I 
25.00X1 
2.V^I 
I 

1 I 
100.00X1 

- 0.99X1 
I 

66 I 
17.00X1 
67.33X1 
I 



I 

19 I 
lO.^i^Xl 
38.00X1 
I 

3 I 
25.00X1 
6.00X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 



stsatsccaccscaccascccasaass: 



I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 



I 

101 I 
16.6<»Xl 
100.00X1 



I 

26 I 
7.00X1 
56.00X1 
I 



I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

' I , 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 
0.0 '4\ 

I 

1 I 

0.25X1 
100.00X1 



I 

116 I 
63.70X1 
26*71X1 
I 

6 I 

66.67X1 
1.96X1 
I 

6 I 
66.67xi 
1.96X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 Xl 
0.0 Xl 
I 

. 272 I 
66.00X1 
67.33X1 



II 
16 II 
9.89X11 
35.29X11 
II 
1 II 
8.33X11 
1.96X11 
II 
1 II 
6.33X11 
1.96X11 
II 
0 II 
0.0 XII 
0.0 XII 
II 

31 II 
7.75X11 
60.76X11 
II 



□□□□naaacaGcccccccaaaccancccc 



I 

50 I 
8.20X1 
100.00X1 



I I 

1 I 000 I 

0.16X1 66.56X1 

100^00X1 100.00X1 

I I 

scaacsacsccccsacac 



II 

51 II 
8.00X11 
lOO.OOXll 
II 



II 

162 II 
100.00X1 1 
29.96X11 
•II 
12 II 
100.00X1 1 
1.98X11 
II 

12 II 
100.00X11 
1.96X11 
II 
1 II 
100.00X11 
0.16X11 
II 

000 II 

ioo.ooxit 

65.90X11 
II 

II 

607 I I 
lOO.OOXl I 
100.00X11 
II 



(NOTE J 



CHI-SQUAREa 16.0301 
EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF L€SS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCULATION) 



^4u 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE HITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

19^ GRADUATES 

OTHER BLOOD DYSCRASIAS 



STUDENT BXPERIE^g|il^ 




TREATM ; 


TREATM : 


1 

1 


NO 1 


NO 1 1 


1 1 




OFFICE 1 


HOSPITAL 1 


REFERRED 1 


CONTACT (RESPONSE II 


TOTAL II 


1 SEEN PRESENTA- 


Nl 


<»d 1 


17 1 


1 

i 1 


do 1 


13 1 1 


159 1 1 


1 TION OF PATIENT 




30.19X1 


10.69X1 


0.63X1 


50.31Xl| 


5.15X1 1 


lOO.OOXl 1 




CO L/C 1 


3^t O^X: 


3^. OOX: 


16.67X1 
1 


22.60X1 


23.21X1 1 


26.19X1 1 
* 11 


1 HELPED TREATMENT 


Nl 


' m 5 1 


2 1 


1 

'1 1 


6 1 


1 II 


15 II 




ROH/Cl 


TV/ 


13.33X 


6.67X1 


<»o.oox| 


6.67X1 1 


100.00X1 1 




COLXl 


3.55X 


^.OOX 


16^67X1 
1 


1.69X1 


1.79X1 1 


2.^7X1 1 


1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 




1 


0 1 


7 1 


1 11 


13 II 


1 ONE PATIENT 


nou'/.l 


30.77X 


7.69X 


0.0 XI 


53.55X1 


7.69X11 


100.00X1 1 




COU^I 




2.00X 


0.0 XI 

1 


1.95X1 


1.79X11 


2^1^X11 


1 RESPONSIBLE FOR 


Nl 


1 


0 


0 1 


3 1 


0 II 


* < < 
^11 


1 TNO OR MORE 


RONXl 


25.00/: 


0.0 y. 


0.0 XI 


75.00X1 


0.0 XII 


lod.ooxl 1 




COLXl 


0.71'/. 


0.0 y. 


O.D XI 

1 


0.55X1 


0.0 XI 


0.66X11 


1 NO RESPONSE 


Nl 


d3 


30 


^ 1 


255 1 


^1 II 


^16 A 1 




RONXl 


19.95/: 


7.21X 


0.96X1 


62.02X1 


9.56X1 


Ipo.ooxl 1 




COLXl 


55.57/: 


60.00X 


66.67X1 
1 


72«d5;:l 


73.21X1 


65.53X1 1 


1 TOTAL 


Nl 


1^1 


50 


1 

6 1 


V ' 

^isc^ 1 


56 1 


607 II 






23.23X1 


d.2^X 


0.99X1 


5d«32X| 


9.23X1 


lOO.OOXl 1 




COVil 


100. OOK 


lOO.OOX 


lOO^OOXl lOO.OOXl 
1 1 


10b. 00x1 


lOO.OOXl 1 



(note: 



» Ct<I-SQUARE= Il8.69<%3 

EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 I^VE BEEN USEO IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUUHON) 



ERIC 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED MITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE-AFTER GRADUATION 

, 1970 GRADUATES 

BRAIN TUrtORS 



PRACTICE EX PERIENCE 



^jmPVn EXPEBIEHCE 



I TREATM I TREATM I | NO I NO 1 1 

I OFFICE iHQSPITALlREFEHP Fnl CONTACT I BESPQNSE 11 



•TOTAL 



II 
M 



II SEEN PRESENTA- 
.11 TION OF PATIENT 
II 
II 

II HCLPED TREATMENT 

II OF PATIENT 

II 

II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
II ONE PATIENT 
II 
II 

II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
1 1 TWO OR MORE 



I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
I 

•f' 

ROM*/ 1 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXt 
I 

V Nl 



21 I 
13.21X1 
23.60X1 
I 

0 I 

0.0 y.\ 
0.0 y.\ 
I 

4 I 
20.57X1 
4.49X1 



I 

1 I 



A 




II 


NO RESPONSE 


II 




II 
II 




II 
II 


TOTAL 


II 




11 





ROMXl 100,00/: I 

coul 1.12^:1 

I I 

Nl 63 I 

mwA\ u.72/:l 

COLXl 70. 79/: I 

I 1 



I 

0 I 
5.03X1 

I 

1 I 

20.00/:! 

3.03X1 

I 

1 I 

7.14X1 
3.03X1 

I* 
0 I . 

0.0 yA ^ 

0.0 XI 

I 

23 I 
5.37X1 
69.70X1 
I 



1 

50 



I 

2 I 
.26X1 
.00X1 
I 

0 I 

.0 xl 
.0 XI 

I 

0 I 

.0 xl 

.0 XI 

L 

^0 I 

.0 xl 
.0 xl 

I 

z I 
1.47X1 

t.ooxl 



I 

115 I 
72.33X1 
27.00X1 
I 

4 I 
00.00X1 
0.94X1 
I 

0 I 
57.14X1 
l.OfiXl 
I 

0 I 
0.0 xl 
0.0 XI 

I 

299 I 
69.06X1 
70.19X1 
I 



I I I I I 

Nl 09 I .33 I 4 1 426 I 

ROWXl 14.66X1 5.44X1 0.66X1 

coul 100:00x1 

III" 



7a 



100. 00x1 loo.ooxh loo.odx-l 

I 



II 

13 II 
S. 10X11 
23.64X11 
II 
Oil 
0.0 XII 
0.0 XII 

11 
1 II 
7.i4>:ll 

1.02X11 

It 

0 II 
0.0 XII 

o.b XII 
II 

41 II 
9.50X11 
74.55X11 
II 

II 

55 II 

9.06X11 
lOO.OOXti 

n 



II 

159 II 
100.00X1 I 
26.19X11 

5 II 

loo.obxl I 

0.02X1 1 

II 

14 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
2.31X11 
II 
1 II 
100.00X11 
0.16X1 1 
II 

420 II 
100.00X1 1 
70.51X1 i 
II 

snasnscnnc 

II 

607 I I 
100.00X1 1 
100.00X1 1 



CHI-SQUARf= 13^.2297 
imfB-. EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN pSED IN TH.E CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTIOM) 



ERIC 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE NZTH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED HITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

1970 GRADUATES 

SARCOtlASj^ 



JPRACJICE EyPEtjIEHC£ 



STUOEMT experie^«:e 




TREATM 

WFICE__ 


TREATM 1 1 NO 1 
HOSPITAL IREFERREOI COHTACTi 


NO 

RESPONSE 


1 II 


1 1 ^ 

II SEEN PRESENTA- 
1 1 TION OF PATIE^iT 


Nl 
RONKI 

coul 


10 

10.06?: 


1 

* 9 1 
5.05;<l 
f 1i2.lW\ 
1 


•I 

- 4 1 

66.67;{| 

1 


129 1 
72. 07X1 
26. 92?:! 


19 

10.61:^ 
30.16;: 


1 179 l/ 

f ibQ.oo;:ii 

1 29.49X11 


1 1 HELPED TREATMENT 
II OF PATIENT 

§ 


Nl 
ROMKi 

coiy.\ 


20. 00?: 


0 1 

0.0 y.\ 
0.0 ;;l 
1 


0 1 

0.0 ;:l 
0.0 ;:l 
1 


6M 

6o.oo?:l 
1.35^:1 


2 

20.00?^ 

3.17;: 


1 10 11 
1 100.00X11 
1 1.65X11 


II RESPCN5I0LE FOR 
II ONE PATIENT 


Nl 

rom;{| 

COL/Cl 


3. ml 


0 1 
0.0 y.\ 
0.0 y.\ 
1 


0 1 

0.0 ;:l 
0.0 y.\ 
1 


2 1 

4o.oo?:i 

0.45X1 


1 

20.00;: 

1.59X1 


1 5 II 
1 lOO.OOXll 
1 0.02X11 


II RESPONSIBLE FOR 
1 1 TUO OR MORE 


Nl 
ROM/Cl 
GOL^I 


1 1 
lOO.OOKl 


0 1 

0.0 y.\ 
0.0 y.\ 
1 


0 1 

0.0 yA 
0.0 yA 
1 


0 1 

0.0 yA 
0.0 yA 


^ 0 1 
^ 0.0 yA 
0.0 ;: 


1 1 II 
1 100.00X11 
1 0.16X11 


II • 

1 1 m RESPONSE 


Nl 

ROu;<l 
cou:l 


<»i 1 
6<^.06;:l 


19 1 

c^.6iy.\ 

67.t6y.\ 
\ 1 


z 1 

0.49JJ^ 

o 33.35?:l 
i 


309 1 

75;00;:l 

69.26?:l 


41 

9,^?5;:l 
45.06;: 


1 412 II 
1 100.00X11 
1 67.67X11 


nnaDDDDnnoGCDarjODDDDo 


cDDDGDDDCDCDCDCDnnoDcaaaDnDDaDCcnaDDDaannoonnaconac 

# . i 




II TOTAL 
II ^ 


Nl 


64 1 
10.54^21 
lOO.OOHl 


1 

ZtS 1 

4.61:: 1 
lOb.oo^l 
1 


i 

6 1 
0.99^:1 

100. 00^': 1 
1 


446 1 

73.4ft;: 1 
ioo.oo;:( 
1 


63 1 
10.36^:] 

100. do;: 1 


1 607 1 1 

1 loo.obxli 

1 100*00X11 



aaaoaanaccncannncannncancanncnndconnnnDacjnataannsasaaaaGaaGsaanannnncjnanaaannDcsttoaaaa 

9 



CHl-SQUARCa 21.0067 
CNOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN U5ED IN THE CH1«5QUARE CALCUUTIDN) 
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TABLE 18 (continued) 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE WITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
COMPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

^ 1976 GRADUATES 

SQUAMOUS CELL CARCINOMA 



V 



PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 

TREATM I TR^ATM I \ NO 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE 



• 

1 

Nl 


urrivc in 
1 

. 27 1 


1 

15 U 


1 

4 1 


ROMXr 


16.07X1 


10.71X1 


g.3dXl 


CO L/C 1 


24.32X1 


33.33X1 
1 


25.00X1 
1 

2 1 


1 

Nl 


1 

8 1 


3 1 


ROM/Cl 
COLXl 


^0.^1X1 
^.21X1 
1 


7.69X1 
5.!>6X| 
- 1 


5.13X1 
12,50X1 
1 


1 

Nl 


3 1 


3 1 


0 1 


ROMXI 


14.29X1 


14.29X1 


0.0 XI 


COLXI 


2.70X1 


5.56X1 
1 


0.0 XI 

1 


1 

ROMXI 


1 1 

50.00X1 


0 1 
0.0 XI 


0 1 
0.0 XI 


CO L/C 1 


0.90X1 
' 1 


0.0 XI 

1 


0.0 XI 

1 


1 

Nl 


f ' 


30 1 


10 1 


ROMXI 


19.10X1 


7.96X1 


a. 65X1 


COLXI 


64.66X1 


55.56X1 


62.50X1 



I NO II _ II 
CONTACT I RESPONSE I I TOTAL tl 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 

/ 

RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE I^DR 
TWO OR MORE 

NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



I 



I 



I 



I 



I 

101 I 
60.12X1 
27.01X1 
I 

23 I 
58.97X1 
6.15X1 
\ 

14 I 
66.67X1 
3.74X1 
' I 
I I 
50.00X1 
0.27X1 
I 

235 I 
62.33X1 
62.63X1 

^ I 

I 



II 

16 II 
10.71X11 
34.62X11 
II 
3 II 
7.69X11 
5.77X11 
II 
1 II 
4.76X1 [ 
1.92X11 
II 
0 II 
0.0 XII 
0.0 XI I 
II 

30 II 
7.96X1 I 
57.69X11 
II 



Nl 111 I 54 I 16 I 374 I 

ROWXl 16.29X1 6.90X1 2.64X1 61.61X1 
COLXl lOO.OOXl loo.odxi ioo.oo;(l lOO.OOXl lOO.OOXll 



II 

52 II 
6.57X1 I 



I 



I 



I 



I 



I 



ir 



II 

166 I I 
lOO.OOXl I 
27.66X1 I 
II 

39 I I 
100.00X1 1 
6.43X1 I 
II 

21 II 
lOO.OOXll 
3.46X11 
II 
2 II 
lOO.OOXl 1 
0.33X11 
II 

377 II 
100.00X11 
62.11X11 
II 

II 

607 II 
lOO.OOXl I 
lOO.OOXl I 
II 



CHI-SQUARE= 7.3642 
(NOTE: EXPECTED CELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUUTION) 
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TABLE 18 (continued) . 



STUDENT EXPERIENCE UITH HANDICAPPED PATIENTS 
CONPARED WITH 
PRACTICE EXPERIENCE AFTER GRADUATION 

I97d GRADUATES 

OTHER NEOPUSM 







PRACTICE EXPERIENCE 






1 TREATM 


1 TREATM 1 1 NO 1 NO 1 1 


II 


STUDENT EXPERIENCE 


1 OFFICE 


1 HOSPITAL 1 REFERRED 1 CONTACT 1 RESPONSE 1 1 


TOTAL II 



SEEN PRESENTA- 
TION OF PATIENT 



HELPED TREATMENT 
OF PATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ONE I^ATIENT 



RESPONSIBLE FOR 
TMO OR MORE 



NO RESPONSE 



TOTAL 



I 

Nl 
ROMXI 
COLXI 
I 

Nl 
ROMXI 
COLXl 
I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXI 
I 

Nl 
ROMXI 
COLXl 

> 
Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
' I 

I 

Nl 
ROMXl 
COLXl 
I 



^9 
26.20'/. 
12 

11 
50.00X 

7 

56.33^ 

108 

27.69'/. 
SI. IS'/. 



187 
30.81X 
100. OOX 



18 

W.SW/. 
37 -SOX 

0 

0.0 '/. 
0.0 'A 

2 

9.09X 
4.17;^ 

0 

0.0 '/. 

0.0 'A 
r 

26 
7.18X 
58.33;; 



48 
7.91X 
100. OOX 



7 

4.49/C 
50.00X 

0 

0.0 'A 
0.0 'A 

0 . 

^ 0.0 'A 
6.0 'A 

0 

0.0 'A 
0.0 'A 

7 

1.79'A 
50.00X 



14 
2.31X 
100. OCX 



60 
38.46X 
20.00X 

13 
48.15/C 
4.33/C 

8 

36.36X 
2.67'A 

S 

41.67X 
1.67'A 

214 
54.87/: 
71.33X 



300 
49.42X 
100. oox 



I 

22 I 
14.10X1 
37.93X1 
I 

2 I 
7.41X1 
3.45X1 
I 

1 I 
4.55X1 
1.72X1 
I 

0 I 
0.0 XI 
0.0 XI 

I 

33 I 
8.46X1 
56.90X1 
I 

— ^===- 
I 

58 I 

9.565(1 
100.00X1 
I 



I 

156 I 
lOO.OOXl 
25.70X1 
I 

27 I 
lOO.OOXl 
4.45X1 
I 

22 I 
lOO.OOXl 
3.62X1 
I 

. 12 I 
100.00X1 
i.98Xl 
I 

390 I 
lOO.OOXl 
64.25X1 
I 

I 

607 I 
lOO.OOXl 
100.00X1 
I 



CHI-SQUARE= • 32.2779 
(NOTE: EXPECTED tELL FREQUENCIES OF LESS THAN 5 HAVE BEEN USED IN THE CHI-SQUARE CALCUi/tIONI 
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Of those who had assisted in treatment, "office treatment" had the largest 
entry for only 14 conditions, and of those who had only seen a presentation 
"office treatment" was the preferred disposition for only 11 conditions. 
^ Tables 18-1 through 18-37 shows the corresponding data for the 1978 

graduates, and a similar pattern emerges. Those who as students had treatfed 
two or more patients with a particular handicap were most likely to give office 
treatment to patients with that handicap. For 23 of the 37 conditions "office 
treatment" was the disposition most often reported by that category of graduate., 
Of those who had treated one patient, there were 16 conditions where "office 
treatment" was the preferred disposition. Of those who had assisted in treat- 
ment, "office treatment" was the preferred „dispos it ion for only 14 conditions, 
and of those who had only seen a presentation "office treatment" was the^ 
preferred disposition for only 14 conditions. 

Clinical experience with handicapped patients while in dental school, it 
may be concluded, is highly important for improving access to dental care for 
the handicapped. 

Table 19 examines the effect of "hands on" experience in school with 
selected handicapping conditions in relation to treatment of those condij:ions 
after graduation. The graduates who reported that they had only "seen a presen- 
tation" of a particular condition are compared with those who said they had 
' tre'ated two or more patients with that condition. For nine out of the ten 

condition^! a iferger percer^tage of the 1976 graduates who had treated patients 
' in school reported treating patients with that conditi^ in practice than did 
'those who had^nly seen a presentation. Of the 1978 graduates, this held true 
for eight out of the ten conditions. 
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Table 19 

Percent of dentists who repjbrted treating patients 
with selected handicapping conditions compared 
with in-school experience with that condition, 
by year of graduation 



Handicap 



1976 



1978 



Treated 





Saw Presentation 


two 


or more 


Saw Presentation * 


two 


or. port 




% 


• N 


% 


N 


1 


N 


% 


N 


Ment a 1 ret a^rd a t ion 


68 


122 


79 


63 


71 


103 


72 


102 


Cerebral palsy 


37 


195 


40 


20 


39 


144 


50 


32 


Epilepsy 


84 


. 152 


80 


30 


76 


' 113 


'80 

* 


41 


Stroke (including 
facial paralysis) 


60 


194 


67 


9 


57 


155 


57 


7 


Spinal cord injuries 


26 


195 


40 


5 


26 


154 


50 


8 


Multiple sclerosis 


21 


205 


33 


3 


32 


153 


44 


9 


Muscular dystrophy 


13 


195 


75 


4 


17 


163 


20 


5 


Mul t ipl y-handicapped 


39 


164 


64 


22 


31 


118 


48 


•29 


The Nursing-home patient 


40 


167 


50 


16 


41 


137 


53 


30^ 


Cleft palate (and cleft 
lip) 


46 


212 

3 


66 


9 


42 


186 


29 


7 


0 

Average 


43 




59 




43 




50 


• 
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Over the ten condi t ions " an, average of 43 percent of those who had seen a 
presentation treated patients in practice,; for both 1976 and 1978 graduates. 
An avetage of 59 percent of. the. 1976 graduates and 50 percent of the 1978 
graduates who had treated two or more Rati^nts in school also treated such ' 

' ^ ft " . ' ' . 

patients in practice. , ' " . 

• " ' • » 

Table 20 examines the number of different handicapping conditions treated 

in relation to clinical experience with handitapped "pati'ents in school. It 
should be noted that for the funded schbols, the number of 1976 and 1978 . 
graduates reporting no such clinical experiemje decreased considerably from„ . 
the 1974 figures, while there was a cotrespOnding; incpease iri tire number who 
repdrted treating two or more handicapped -patient^* ' ^ 

jOf those without clinical experience in ficHobl , fewer than 27 percent of: 
the 1974 graduates of funded school^ repbrted, that^ they had trfeatfed 16 or more^ 
different handicapping conditions.- ' Almost 40 lperb'dr,t of the 1978 graduates 
said they had treated that manf. In comparison,, one-third of the. 1978 graduates 
of non-funded schools had treated 16 or more conditions. 

Sixteen.percent of the 1974 grhduates af the funded Ischools had treated 
five or fewer" handicapping conditions,, while the figures for 1978 graduates ^ 
increased 'to 20 percent. Probably most'of the 1978 graduates whp did not have 
clinical experience in school had. a definite aversion to treating handicapped 
patients, and carried this over into their practice. la comparison . less thart 
9 percent of the 1978 graduates of the n6n-funded schools had treated five or 
fewer handicappitig conditions. . ■ ' 

Of those who had treated two or more handicapped patients while in school, 
slightly less than 30 percent of the 1974 graduates from the funded schools had 
treated 16 or more different conditions. For the 1978 graduates, the pOr^centage 



TABLE 20 • . 

Relationship o£ Reported Clinical Experience in School 
to Number of Different Handicapping Conditions 
Treated in Practice For Graduates of 
Funded and Non- Funded Schofl^i, in Per Cent 

Number of Handicapping m'^jj^^ui 
, Conditions Treated Funded Schools . Non-Funded Schools 

in Practice 1974 1976 . 1978 1976 1978 

No Clinical Experience in School 







N-185 


N-58 


N-56 


N-212 




21 + 




9.7 


8.6 


10.7 


8.5 


1 1 A 

Jl Jl • o 


16 - 


20 


16.8 


12.1 


28.6 


15.1 


21..3 


11 - 


15 


36.8 


44.8 


23.2 


36.8 


36.7 


6 - 


10 


20.5 


20.7 


17.9 


25.5 


21.3 


1 - 


5 


11.4 


, 5.2 


14.3 


9.5 


4.1 


.0 




4.9 


8.6 


• 5.4 


4.7 


4.7 






r 

Treated One Handicapped Patient in 


School 






N-81 


N-112 


N-95 


N-79 


N=107 


21 + 




4.9 


9.8 


17.9 


16.5 


14.0 


16 - 


20 


• 22.2 


27.7 


21.1 


' 16.5- 


/ ' 25.2 


11 - 


15 


28.3 


25.9 


34.7 


26.6 


32.7 


6 - 


10 


, * 18.5' 


25'.D 


17.9 


25 .3 


15.9 


1 - 


5 


11.1 


8.0 


4.2 


5.1 


7.5 


0 




4.9 


3.6 


A. 2 


lO.l 


4.7 






' % 














Treated 


Two or 


More Handicapped Patient 


B in School 



N-142 

21 +' ^ • 7.5 14.9 12.^ 16.1 21.8 

16 - 20 21.1 19.5 27.6 20.0 31.7 

11 - 15 33.3 29.5 28.3 27.7 25.4 

6-10 22.5 21.7 19.4 18.7 14.1 

1 - 5 8.5 7.8 6.5 11.0 2.8 

0 ' 7.0 6.6 5.6 6.5 . 4.2 
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N-213 


N-410 


N-449' 




N-155 


7.5 


14.9 


12.^ 




16.1 


21.1 


19.5 


27.6 




20.0 


33.3 


29.5 


28.3 




27.7 


22.5 


2K7 


19.4 


• 


18.7 


8.5 


7.8 


6.5 




11.0 


7.0 


6.6 


5.6 




6.5 
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had increased to jufit over 40. In comparison, of the 1978 graduates at the 
non-funded schools, over 50 percent had treated *16 or more conditions. More 
. . than 15 percent of the 1974 graduates of the funded schools reported treating 

five or fewer different conditions. For the 1978 graduates, the comparable 
figure was 12 percent. However, only seven percent of the 1978 graduates of 
the tion- funded schools reported treating five o'r fewer conditions. It seems 
likely that at the non-funded schools, those students who treated two or more 
handicapped patients would be primarily those who were particularly interested . 
in .treating the handicapped, and that they" carried this interest ov€r into 
their proctice. At the funded schools considerable effort was made to have as 
many students as possible treat several handicapped patients whether or not 
this was a particular interest^ 

Table 21 shows brea'dth of experience in treating selected related condi- 
tions in the office in relatio^^to reported clinical experience in school, for 
graduates of funded and non-funded schools, 'ihe first section of the table 
covers the grouping of mental retardation and autism. 

Relatively few graduates in any category reported treating both conditions, 
which might be expected, since autism is not encountered as frequently as mental 
retardation. Of those with no clinical experience in school, 58 percent of the 
1974 graduates from funded schools had treated one or both conditions, and the 
' figure increased somewhat to almost 61 percent for the 1978 graduates. The 
comparable figure for the 1978 graduates of non-funded schools was 58 percent. 

Of those graduates who had treated two or more handicapped patients in 
school, 5|^ percent of the 1974 graduates of^he funded schools had treated one 
or both conditions. Slightly more than 63 percent of the 1978 gradautes had 
treated one or both conditions. For the 1978 graduates of non-funded schools 
the figureo wao a little higher at more than 67 percent. 



TABLE 21 

Breadth of Experience in Treating Selected Related 

' Conditions in the Office in RMation to 
Reported Clinical Experience in School in^ffr <lent 

A. 'Hental Retardation and Autism 



Funded Schools 



Non'-Funded - Schools 





197» 


1976 


1976 


1976 


1978 


• 




No Clinical Experience in School 


N=i169 


Treated both conditions 
Treated one condition 
Treated neither condition 


2.2 
55.7 
* ^f2.2 


1.7 
62.1 
36.2 


3.6 
57.1 
39.3 


5*2 
^•3 


ZA 
55.6 
42.0 






Treated One Handicapped Patient 


in School 






K=81 


tt:112 


\h^5 


tt79 


K:=107 


Treated' both conditions 
Treated one condition 
Treated neither condition 


3.7 
51.9 


1.6 
60.7 
37.5 


6.3 
39.0 


^ 1.3 
55.7 ' 
^>3.0 


5.6 
54.2 
40.2 




Treated Two 


or More Handicapped Patients in School 








N^^^^^9 


K^155 


N:=142 


Treated both conditions 
Treated one condition 
Treated neither condition 


50.7 
W.O 


6.3 
57.3 
36.3 


4.0 
59.5 
36.5 


3.2 
60.0 
36.6 


1.4 
66.2 
32.4 



B. Cerebral Palsy, Stroke, Parkinsonism, 
Spinal Cord Injuries, Multiple Sclerosis^ 
^ and Muscular Dystrophy ■ 



Funded Schools 



Non^Funded Schools 
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1974 


1976 


1978 


197^ 


1978' 






fto Clinical Experience in School 






rb185 


^4^58 




N::212 


N:::169 


Treated 5 or 6 conditions 
Treated 3 or 4 conditions 
Treated 1 or 2 conditions 
Treated no condition 


4.3 
16.8 
42.2 
36.8 


0 

17.2 
51.7 
31.0 


21.4 
41.1 
32.1 


2.8 • 
15.1 
50.5 
31.6 


3.0 
20.1 
54.4 
22.5 


» 




Treated One Handicapped Patient in School 








Hr!l12 


N-95 


N::79 


N^107 


Treated 5 or 6 conditions 
Treated 3 or 4 conditions 
Treated 1 or 2 conditions 
Treated no condition 


0 

16.1 
59.3 
24.7 


3.6 
19.6 
47.3 
29.5 


8.4 
24.2 
48.4 
19.0. 


3.8 
20.3 
44.3 
31.7 


0.9 
17.8 
54.2 
27.1 


a 


Treated Two 


or More Handicapped Patients In School 


0 


K^213 


N:.410 


Mi:449 


Na155 


M3142 


Treated 5 or 6 conditions 
Treated 3 or 4 conditions 
Treated 1 or 2 conditions 
Treated no condition 


1.9 
12.7 
46.5 
39.0 


4.1 
17.8 
49.0 
29.0 


3.8 
22.7 
48.1 
25.4 


3.9 
19.4 
45.8 
31.0 


8.9 
24.7 
47.9 
17.6 
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Treated* this condition 

Old not 1;reat this condition 



Treated this condition 

Did not treat this condition 



C. Nursing Itome Patlentaf 
Fuftded Schools' 



1974- 



M:::185 



35.8 



1976 



1978 



Non^Funded Schools 
1976 



\ki Clinical Experience in School 
N=:58 K=56 • •Hr2'l2 



3? .8 27,6 
62.2' 72.4 



46.4 
53.6 



36.3 
63.7 



Treated One Handicapped Patient In School 
JthAXZ * \^95 / ^79 



36.6 
^63,4 



34.7 
65.3 



34.2 
65.§ 



1978 



Nbl69 

37.3 

62%7 



K:=107 

36.5 
63.6 



Treated this condition 

Old not treat this condition 



Treated Two or More Handicapped Patient s in School 
>1.213 r4^410 M^449 ^*^^155 N:=142 



28.6 
71.4 



30.0 
.70.0 



34.1 

65 



r 



36.8 
63.2 



43.0 
57.0 



D. Cleft Palate and Other Facial Deformities 
Fundtd Schoolg 



Nnn»Fun(ied Schools 





1974 


1976 


1978 


1976 








fk} Clinical Experience 


in School 






.rfci85 




H:=56 


rb212 


K^t69 


Treated both ccJndltlons 
Treated one condition 
Treated neither condition 


4.3 
26.5 
69.2 


8.6 
32.8 
58.6 


8.9 
2-6.8 
64.3 


6.6 
, 26.4 
67.0 


9.5 
25.4 
65.1 






ir^.'xtt^d Ofift Handicaooed Patient in School 






rasi 


raii2 


ri395 


\h79 




Treated both conditions 
Treateb.one condition 
Treated neither condition 


4.9 
32.1 
63.0 


8.9 
35.7 
55.4 


8.4 
30.5 
61.1 


11.4 
19.0 
^ 69.6 


10.3 
29.0 
60.8 




TrnntPd Two or More Handicapped 


Patients in School 




ra2i3 


ra4io 


ra449 


r4^155 


rbl42 


Treated both conditions 
Treated one condition 
Treated neither condition 


8.9 
32.4 
58.7 


8.8 
35.4 
55.9 


8.2 
30.3 
61.5 


14.8 
37.4 
47.7 


13.4 
34.5 
52.1 
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For the grouping of cerebral palsyi strokei Parkinsonisnii spinal cord 

injuries I multiple sclerosis ancf muscular dystropKy, of those with no clinical 

experience in school, 4.3 percent of the 1974 graduates of funded schools had 

treated 5 or 6 of these conditions* Of the 1978 graduates, 5.4 percent had 

treated that many conditions. Of the 1978 graduates from the non-funded 

schools, the comparable figure was slightly lower at 3 percient. Almost 17 

percent of the graduates of the funded schools reported treating 3 or 4 of 

these conditions^ while ovfef- 2L percent of the 1978 graduates had done so. For 

. thfeil978 graduates of the non-funded schools, the figure was. almost as High 

■ 

at 20 percent. Of those who had treated two. otT more handicapped patients in 
ochooi , less than two percent of the 1974 graduates of the funded schools 
, reported treating 5 or 6 of these conditions, comparabl-e with almost four 
percent of the 1978 graduates. The figure for thq lj)78' gi*aduates M5f the 
non-funded schools was more than twice as high, at almost nine percent. 

Almost 13 percent of the 1974 graduates of the funded school^ Veported 
treating 3 or 4 of these conditions, while nearly 23 pe'rcent of the 1978 
graduates had done so. The figure for the 1978 graduates of the non-funded 
schools was higher once again, at 25 pqrcent. 

In the category of nui^sing home patients,, of those with no clinical 
experience in school, 38 percent of the 1974 graduates of funded schools 
reported treating such patients, compared with over 46 percent of the, 1978 
graduates. Slightly more than 37 percent of the 1978 graduates of non-funded 
schools reported treating such patienttf. • 

Of those whq reported treating t^wo ^©i* ^naore handicapped patients in school, 
almost 29 percent of the 1974 graduates of funded schools reported treating 
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such , patient 8. ao did 34 percent of the 1978 graduates. The 1978 graduates 
of non-funded schools had a higher figure.. 43 percent reporting treating such 
patients. 

The fourth category of handicapping conditions is cleft palate and other 

facial deformities.. Of those with no clinical experience in school, almost 

-i. 

31 percent ofr the 1974 graduates of funded schools reported treating one or 
both conditions, and this f^^ure increased to almost 3*6 percent for the 1978 
graduates. The figure. for the 1978 graduates of non-funded schools was almost 

ao high,^t 35 percent. 

Of those who reported treating two or more handicapped patients while in 
school, 41 percent treated one or both conditions. The 1978 graduates reported 
a slightly lower figure, at 38.5 percent. The figure for the graduates of 
non-funded schools was higher at 48 percent. « 

Conclusions 

'In summary, the data Support the conclusion that the overall goal of the 
program, increasing the availability of dental care for the handicapped, was 
accomplished. Since the graduates of non-funded schools report treating as 
TOXiny categories of handicapped- patients as did the graduates of funded schools, 
it appears- that factors other than t.he instructional efforts of the funded 
schools were at work. It is quite likely, though, that the existence of the 
program itself created at least some of these factors. 



ERIC 



2i) <^ 

-206- 



APPENDIX A 



0 



QuGStionnaireQ uoed for follow-up Quirvey 
of 1974, 1976, and 1978 graduates 



iQUESTIQNNAIRE ON DENTAL TREATMENT OV THE H^DIcApPED 



Sbtae parts of this questionnaire may not apply to ydu 'Jif you are 
a graduate student, for instance), or you may have information or 
experiences that arc not included here. Please feel fr<fe to use the 
margins, the backs of pages, or extra pages to include any explanations 
or additional comments you'd like to make, but do( complete whatever 
parts apply • 

First some questions about you anld your practice 



Please correct mailing address, if it is noj^orrect 



What month and year did you graduate from dental school? 

What school? 

How would you describe youi: current practice? 

(A) Self-employed professional practice 

^ (B) Professional partnership 

(C) Employed professional practice 

(D) Full-time residency or graduate training a 

(E) Research and/or teaching 

(F) Military service 

(G) Other (specify) ^ — — 
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Below Is a list: of handicapping conditions. Please indicate by 
circling the appropriate letter what your experiences with^each condition 
has been since graduation." If you have coritatled more than one patient 
with tht same Condition, please indicate that, too., 

, A. I Kave treated a patient with this condition in tny office. 

B. I hav^ treated a patienfwith this condition in a hospital. 

C. I have had contact with such a pa4;lentf but referred him to 
another facility. 

D. I have had no contact with this condition in my 'practice* 



HMfT 



A B 


C D 


1. 


Htncal retardation (Including Down 'a 








ayndroiM, hydrocaphaljr > and brain 








dasaga) 










A 9 


r n 


« . 


uireorai paiay 


A B 


CD" 


3. 


Blindaeaa 


A B 


C 0 


4. 


Deafnaaa ^ 


A B 


C D 


9. 


Bpilbpay 


A B 


C D 


6. 


Stroka (including facial paralyaii) 


A B 


C 




Farkintooiae 


A B 


C D 


t. 


Arthriti* 


A B 


C D 


9. 


Foliovyelitia 


A B 


C D 


10. 


Spinal eord injuriaa 


A B 


C D 


11. 


Multiple aclaroaia 


A B 


C D 


12. 


Muacular dyatrophy 


A B 


C D 


13. 


Facial trautta ftoe accidtnta 


A B 


C D 


14. 


Hultiply-handicapped 


A B 


C D 


19. 


lha hoawbound patient 


A B 


C D 


16. 


Tht nuraing-hoM patiant 










A B 


C D 


17. 


Claft palata (and cleft lip) 


A B 


C 0 


IS. 


Othar craniofacial anoealiea (includ* 








ing eicreatomla end Micrognathia) 


A B 


C D 


If. 


Spina bifida 



How 
Many? 



A B C D 20. Thalidonida-inducad defoniitiee and 
* aimilatfwealforwationa 

•* 

A B C D 21. Diabetea and othar endocrine die*« 
tutbancea ^ 

A B C D 22. H^^philia ^ 

A B C D 1%\ Cardiopuleonary diaaaae 

A B C D 24. AtthM 

A B C D 25. Atheroaclaroaie 

A B[ p D 26. Eephyaeea 

A B C D 27. Cystic fibroaia ' 

AJ C D 28. Allergic reaeciona to dfuga uaed in 
daneel trtaCMnt 

A B C D 29. Autian * 

A B C D 30. Hyperactivity 

A B C D 31. Othtr bahavior problem 

A ft C D 32. Uukeida 

A B C D 33. Other blood dyacraaiaa n 

A B C D 04. Brain eunorai 

A B C D 3S« Sareomaa 

% . ■ ^ 

A B C D 36. SquaAOut cell ^arcinoflu^ (including 
Maxillofacial proathacice) 
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A B C D 37. Other naoplaaaa 



<5t 



This is a questiort|^bout your experiences while- in school. Please 

A 

estimate how much exposure you had to the .topic of dental care for the 



handicapped: 

Course work: 

A. None at all ^ 

B. Some mention in passing 

G* Perhaps one specific course 
D. Several specific courses 



Clinical experience; 

A. None at all " 

B. Exposed to one or more conditions 
but did not treat 

C. Treated a handicapped patient 

D. Treated two or more handicapped 
patients\ " / 



Comment? 



' Do you feel your attitude toward treating the handicapped was changed 
by your school experience? ^ 

Yes No 

Commen t ? ^ ! I — . 



Would you say you have: 

A. Actively sought out opportunities to treat the handicapped? 

B. Treated handicapped p«tients»when they appeared? 

C. Generally avoided treating handicapped patients? . 



What steps do you feel are necessary to improve the nation's dental 
care of the handicapped? 



2 



Finally, we would be interested in any general comments you may have 
about your experience with handicapped patients: 



( 
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gUESTIONNAIRE ON DENTAL TREATMENT QF THE HANDICAPPED 

Some parts of this questionnaire may not apply to you (if you are a 
graduate student, for instance), or you may have information or experiencfes 
that are not included here, please feel free to use the margins . the backs 
of pages, or extra pages to include any explanations or additional coiiments 
you'd like to make, but do complete whatever parts apply. 

Please correct mailing address above, if it is not correct. 



First some questions about you and your practice: 
. How would you describe your current practice? 

(A) Self-employed professional practice 

(B) Professional partnership 

(C) Employed professional practice 

(D) Full-time residency or graduate training 
(E) Research and /or teaching 

(FJ Military service * 



(G) Other (specify). 



Er|c -6- 
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BeloW is a list of handicapping conditions. Please indicate by 
c;Lrcling the appropriate letter what your experiences with each condition 
has been since graduation. If you have been contacted by more than one 
patient with the sarae condition, and have made different dispositions, 
please indicate that, too. Please also indicate the total number of such 
patients with whom you have had contact, 

A. I have treated. a patient with this condition in my office. 

B. I have treated a patient with this condition in a hospital. 

C. I have had contact with such a patient, but referred him to 
another facility. ♦ 

, D. I have had no contact with^ this condition in my practice 



Hov 



How 
Hmyl 



A i C D 

A • C D 
A • C D 
A • C D 
A • C D 
A • C D 
A • C D 
A • C D 
A • C D 
A • C D 
A • C D 
A • C D 
^ • C D 
A 1 C D 
A • C D 
A i C D 
A i C D 
A i C D 



Mtntal rtCardaClon (lncludln| Down's 
•yndroM, hydrocephaly, md brain 



2. 
J. 
4. 

S. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 

3. 
14. 
13. 
16. 
17* 
11. 



Carcbr palsy 

Bllndnaaa 

Dtafnasa 



/ 



Epiltpsy 

Scrolkf (Including facial paralysis) 

f arklnsoniaa 

ArkhriCis 

\ 

folioitytlitis 

Spins^ cord injuries 

HulCiplt sclerosis 

Husculsr dystrophy 

Fscisl trsuma from sccidenCs 

Hultiplyhandicspped 

The hdM-bound pstitnC 

lYic nursing-homs pstisnt 

Cleft pslate (and cleft lip) 

Other crsniof4cisl anoaslies (includ- 
ing Microstoffds and ■Icrognathla) 



A B C D 19. Spins bifids 



A B C D 20. Thalidonide-induced deforaiti^es and 

^ simllsr malfonnftlons 

A B C D 21. Disbetes and other endocrine'' dla«* 
turbancea ' 

A B C D 22. Heaophllia 

A B C D 23. CardiopulaonaW disease 

A B C D 24. Asthas 

A B C D 25. Atherosclerosis ' 

A B C D 26. Enphysesa ' h 

A B C D 27. Cystic fibrosis 

A B C D 26. Allergic reactions to drugs ussd ia 
dedtsl treatMnt 

A B C D 29. Autian 

A B C 0 30. Hyperactivity 

A B C D 3r^. Other behavior problens 

A B C D 32. Uukcids 

"IA B C D 33. Other blood dyscrasiss 

A B C D 34. Brain tunors 

A B C D 35. Ssrcomss 

A B C D 36. SqusTDOos cell carcinoou (including 
naxillofacial prosthetics) 

A B C D 37. Othe4F^eiOplasKS 



2f)i 
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This, is a question about your experiences while in school. Please 
estimate how much exposure you had to the topic of dental care for the 
handicapped: 



Course'work: 

A. NonjB at all 

B. Some mention in passing 

C. Perhaps one specific course 
Several specific courses 



Clinical experience: « 

A. None at all 

B. Exposed to one or more conditions, 
but did- not treat 

' C. Treated a handicapped patient 

D. Treated two or more handicapped 
patients 



Comment? 



Do you feel your attitude toward treating the handicapped 
wq^ changed by your school experience? 

A. ' Yes - Became more interested in treating handicapped. 

B. Yes - Became less interested in treating handicapped. 



C. No - Was already interested in treating handicapped. 

D. No - Remained uninterested in treating the handicapped. >^ 

E. Other (Specify) . , 



Would you say you have: 

A. Actively sought out opportunities to treat the handicapped? 

B. Treated handicapped patients when they appeared? 

C. Generally avoided treating handicapped patients? 
Comment? 



r 
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What 8Cep8 do you feel are necessary to Improve the nation's dental 
care of the handicapped? 



s Finally," we would be Interested In any general comments you may have 
about your experlenbe with handicapped patients:^ 




ERIC 
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. PLEASE CORRECT tOUR MAILING ADDRESS HERE. IF IT IS NOT CORRECT BELOW. 



QUESTIONNAIRE ON PmAL^TREATOENT OF THE HANDICAPPED ^ 

SoM parti of thla quMtlonnalrc «*y not apply to you (If you are a graduate student for 
Inatance). or you may txavc information or experiences that are not included here/ Please indicate 
the appropriate reaponsc and feel free to uae the aargina or extra pagea to include any 
explanationa>or additional cotmnents you'd like to «ake» but do complete whatever parta apply, ^ 

I. YOU Affl) YOUR PRACTICE ; . . 

A. How would you describe your current practice? Check aa «any apply. 

Q Self-employed professional practice 

Q Professional partnership 

I I Enployed professional practice 

i I Full-time residency or graduate Eraining 

I I Research and/or teaching 

I I Military service 

I I Other (specify) — = 



Would you aay you have: 

1. Actively aought out opportunities to treat the handicapped? 

2. Treated handicapped patients when they appeared? 

3. Generally avoided treating handicapped patienta? 

Conment? » ■ 



Did you make any modifications to your office to aceoomodate' handicapped paticnto? 

d 

Yco 



Ko 



If 7es» check as Aany as apply 

Q Modified outside entrance 

n Modified interior doors 

□ Modified bathroom facilities 

□ Provided special equipment (e.g.» restraints, wheelchair lift, etc.) 
. □ Modified operatory * /s^ 

□ Modified X-ray facilities ^\ 

□ Other . i Y — ' 

I am not in private practice „^„,„„„^ 
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Belov^^ A list of handicapping conditions. Please indicate by circling ths appropriate 
nuiabar what your experiences with each condition has been sines graduation. If you have 
been contacted by sore than one patient vith the sane condition, and have made different 
dispositions, plsase indicate that, too* 

1. I have treated a patient with this condition in «y office. 

2. I have treated a patient with this condition in a hospital. 

3. I have had contact with such a patient, but referred hi«/her 
to another facility. 

A. I have had no contact with this condition in my practice. 



12 3 4 1. Mental retardation (including 
Down's syndrom^, hydrocephaly, 
and brain daalge) 

12 3 4 2. Cercbra^palsy 

12 3 4 3. Blindness , 

12 3 4 4. Deafness 

12 3 4 5. Epilepsy 

12 3 4. 6. Stroke (including facial 
paralysis) 

12 3 4 7. Parkinooniom 

12 3 4 8. Arthritis 

12 3 4 9. Poliorayelicis 

12 3 4 10. Spinal cord injuries 

1 2 3.4 11. Multiple aclerosia 

12 3 4 12. Muscular dystrophy 

12 3 4 13. Facial trauma from 
accidents 

12 3 4 14. Multiply-handicapped 

1 2 3^n4 15. The home-bound patient 

12 3 4 16. The nursing-home patient 

1 2 3 4 17.. Cleft palate (and cleft lip) 

12 3 4 IS. Oehor craniofacial anomalies 
(including nlcrostottia and 
micrognathia) 

12 3 4 19. Spina bifida 



.12 3 4 20. Thalidocdde-induced deform! tiea 
and similar malfoimationa 

12 3 4 21. Diabetes and other endocrine 
diaturbaneea 

1 2^3 4 22. Hemophilia 

12 3 4 23. Cardiopulmonary disease 

1 2 3 4 24; Asthma 

12 3 4 25. Atherosclerosis 

12 3 4 26. Emphysema 

12 3 4 27. Cystic fibrosis 

12 3 4 28. Allergic reactions to drugs 
used in dental treatment 

12 3 4 29. Autism 

12 3 4 30, Hyperactivity 

12 3 4 31. Other behavior problems 

12 3 4 32. Leukemia 

12 3 4 33. Other blood dyscraaias 

12 3 4 34. Brain tumora 

12 3 4 35. Sarcomas 

1 2 3 4 36. Squamotis cell carcinoma 
(including maxillofacial 
proatheties) 

1 2«3 4 37. Other neoplaws 



11. YOUR EXPERIENCES WH^LE IN SCHOOL 

A. Please MClmace how much exposure you had to the topic of dental care for the handicapped 
while in achool. 

Courae Work: - Clinical experience: 

1. None at all 1- None et ell 

2. Sone mention in passing 2. Expoaed to one or tfore 

conditiona, but did not treat 



'3. Perhaps one apecific courae 
4. Several apecific couraes 



3. Treated a handicapped patient 

4. Treated two or wore handicapped 
patienta 



Ccament 



B. Do you feel your attitude toward treating the handicapped vaa changed by your achool 
experience? ^ ■ * 

1. • Yes - Became more interested in treating handicapped 

2. Yes - Became less interestjed in treating handicapped 

3. No - Was already interested in treating handicapped j 

4. f^o - Remained uninterested in treating the handifcappcd 

5. .Other (Specify) — 



III. CONTACTS WITH ORGAtnZATIOl^S IN YOUR PRACTICE 

A. What contacts have you had with organizations for .the handicapped (e.g.. Aaaociation for 
the Advanceocnt of the Mentally Retarded. American Diabetic Aaaociation. Epilipsy 
Foundation, etc.)? 

1. None ^ J 

2. Incidental contacts with one or more auch organizations 

3. Close working relations with one orgartization 

4. Close working relations with two or more auch organizations 

B. Have you Joined the Acadcny of Dentistry for the Handicapped? 

^ Yeo ^ 

No 

^C. Have you been a consultant to any group representing the handicapped? 

Yoo 

No 

If yea, please specify 



ERLC 
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^ . 

Vi. roUCATION AND COKSUtTATIONS 

A. Since ccmpleclnf dental sctLOol, hjtve you had additional education on dentiatiy for the 
handicapped? 

<«!> • 

Yea 

No 



If yes, did you 

1. pave full tine reaidency or graduate enrollnent? 

2. Have one or aore short course or vorkahop? 

3. I>o informal reading and atudy? 

A* Other 



What conaultations have you had with vedical Cother than dental) experts concerning 
handicapped patients? 



1* None 

2. A few consultations about selected patients 

3. Frequent consultations about many patients 



COMMENTS 

A. What ateps do you feel are necessary to inprove the nation 'a dental care of the 
handicapped? 



B,. Finally, ve would be intereated in any tencral coHoenta you uy have about your 
escperience with handicapped patients: 
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r 



APPENDIX B 



Sunrey results for individual funded schools 



\ 
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FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIIUE RESULTS BY YEAR' 
(In Percents) 



School 08 

How would you describe your current practice? 

Self-employed professional pr^jctice 

Professional partnership 

Employed professional practice 

Full-time i-esideney or graduate, training 

Research and/or teaching 

Military service 

Other 



Have treated the following 
Mental Retardation 



Cerebral palsy 



Blindness 



Deafness 



Epilepsy 



Strdke 



Parkinsonism 

f 



Arthritis 



- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

^- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 





14 


8 " 


26 




197'» 


1 Q7A 


1Q78 




43 


• 

38 


31 




0 


12 


12 




29 


1 0 

xz 






Iv 






. . . 






12 


• 


Q 


0 


4 




7 


0 


4' 

- 




29 


62 


50 




36 


38 


46 


others 


0 


0 


- 4 




29 


0 


12 




21 


0 


19 




36 


38 


50 


others 


0 
43 


^ 0 
^0 


0 

38 




14 


0 


19 




2i 


25 


31 


others 


^ 0 


0 


0 




64 


75 


38 




21 


. 25 


23 




21 ■ 


f 38 


31 


others 


0 


0 


0 




57 


38 


38 




57 


25 


42 




29 


38 


42 


others 


0 


0 


0 




21 


25 


15 




A3 


'12 


27 




21 


25 


38 


others 


0 


0 


0 




36 


62 


35 




Zl 




fi 

o 




29 


25 


35 


others 


0 


0 


0 




64 


50 


SO 




•50 


50 


54 




■"29 


38 


42 


others 


0 


^ 0 


0 




21 


12 


15 
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0 


N « 


14 ^ " 


8 


26 


£uchool 08 continued 








1974 


19.76 


1978 


Pollomxelltis 




in office 




7 


0 


1^ « 






in hospital 




14 


25 


8- 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- 


no contact 




71 


75 


69 


Spinal cord Injuries 




in office 




14 


0 


4 






in hospital 




21 


25 


19 






referred to 




0 


0 


> 0 




- 


no. contact 




64 


75 


65 


Multiple sclerosis 




in office 




21 


0 


15 






in hospital 




21 


25 


23 


i , 




referred to 


others 


0 


. 0 


' 0 




- 


no contact 




50 


75 


^4 


Muscular dystrophy 




in office 




0 


12 


12 






In hospital 




21 


0 


23 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- 


no contact 




71 


88 


58 


Faolal rrabiia from accidents 




in office 




36 


25 


38 






in hospital 




43 


38 


38 






referred to 


others 


0 


12 


4 




- 


no contact 




29 


25 


19 


Multiply-handicapped t 




in office 




14 


0 


12 






in hospital 




21 


25 








referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- 


no contact 




57 


75 


46 


Home-bound patle4it 




in office 




7 


12 


8 




mm 


in hospital 




14 


0 


15 




mm 


referred to 


Others 


0 


0 


0 




- 


no contact 




64 


88 


\9 


Nursing-home patient 




in office 




21 


12 


4 






in hospital 




21 


25 


31 






referred to 


athers 


0 


0 


0 




- 


no contact 




57 


^62 


58 


Cleft palate/eleft lip 




in office 




29 


25 


27 






in hospital 




21 


25 


31 




mm 


referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 






no contact 




S7 


SO 


42 


Other craniofacial anomalies 




in office 




7 


• 0 


8 




Mi 


in hospital 




21 


38 


27 






referred to 


others^ 


0 


0 


0 




- 


no contact 




71 . 


62 


54 


Spina bifida 




in office \ 




0 


0 


4 






in hospital 




21 


0 


4 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 






no contact 




71 


100 


81 


Thalidomide deformities/ 




in office 




0 


0 


0 


similar malformations 




in hospital 




7 


0 


12 


■ 




referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 " 




MM 


no contact 




86 


100 


81 
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School 08 continuGd 

DiabatGs/other endocrine 
disturbances. 



Hemophilia 



Car,diopuli](ionary disease/ 



Asthma 



n 

AtheroQclerosio 



V: 



Emphyo^ma 



Cyotic fibroDio 



Allergic reactiono to drugo 
uoed in dental treatment 



Autiom 



Hyperactivity 



Other behavior problems 



Leukemia 



N 



in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to othqrs 
no contact 

in office 
in ho!5pital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to othera^i^ 
no contact 

in office 
in hoopital 
referred to othero 
no contact 

in office 
in hoopital 
referred to othero 
no contact 

in office 
in hoopital 
referred to others 
no, contact ^ 

in office 

• in hoopital 

. reftirred to othera 

• no contact 

' in office 

• iti'lhoopital 

» referred to othcro 

- no contact 

» in office 

- in hoopital 

« referred to others 
« no contact 

- in office 

« In hospital 

- referred to othero 

- no contact 

- in office^ • 
« in hoopital 

- referred to othero 
^ no contact 




50 
25 
0 
12 




29 


12 • 


4 


36 


25 


38 


0 


0 


0 


36 


75 




71 


25 


62 


43 


38 


35 


7 


0 


0 


7 


.38 




86 


=^ 25. 


69 


43 


25 


42 


7 


0 


0 


0 


50 


Q 
0 






46 


50 


50 


36 . 


25 


42 


0 


0 


0 


' 36 




J, 


SO 


I 25 


35 


29 


25 


31 


0 


•C. 0. . 


0 


36 


50 


io 


7 


0^ 


B 


21 " 


0 


19 


0 


0 


0 


57 


- '100 






so 


46 


21 




35 


0 


0 


0 


43 


Ll 




0 


0 


8 


29 


12 


15 


0 


0 


0 


71 


88 , 




36 


12 


35 


•Ji\j 


23 


27 


*0 


0 


0 


43 ^ 


, 62 


31 ' 


29 


0 


50 


21 


•25 


35 


7 


0 


8- 


57 


62 


12 


0 


0 


- 4 


29 


38 


27 


0 


0 * 


0 




62 


■62 




• 
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N - 


14 


8 


" 26 


School 08 continued 






- 


1974 


1976 


1978 
















Other blood dyscrasias 




In office 




7 


12 


8 






In hospital 






JO 








LCJLeiTLcQ UO 


o Luers 


0 


12 


0 






no contact 




64 






Brain tumor-ls . 




In office 




7 


0 








In hospital 






1 9 
x^ 


10 

X7 








t/ unci, o 


*0 


0 


0 




no conuacu 




71 


OO 


61=; 


Sarcomas 




in office 




0 


0 








in hospital 


















0 / 


0 


n 






no conuacr 




71 

/X ^ 


/ J 


69 


Squamous cell carcinoma 




in office 




7 


12 


8 






in nospiuax 




90 


' 3U 


97 






1.CJLC1.1.CU UW 


ounces 


n 


12 


n 

V 






no contact 




'^7 




A9 


Other neoplasms 




In office 




29 


0 


19 






In hospital 


i 


21 


- 50 


19 


Ml 




referred to 


Others 


0 


\ 12 


b 






no contact 




57 


38 


46 



Experience In school - Course work: 
None at all 

Some mention In passing 
Perhaps one specifl^c course 
Several specfflc courses 

Experience In school - Clfnlcal: 



r 



None at all 
Exposed' to *one or more 
Treated a handicapped patient ' 
Treated two or more 

Would you say you have 

Actively ttled to treat ha|iid±tapped? % 
Treated handicapped when t^y appear? 
Generally avoided treating handicapped? 

Was your attitude toward treating handicapped 
changed by school experiences? 

. ' Jfes - > , " 

Yes - became more Interested ' 
Yes - became less interested 
No 

No - was already Interested 
N<5 remained uninterested 
'^ther' 



7 


0 




0 


50 


12 




12- 


36 ■ 


75 




58- 


7 


12 


> 


31 


36 


12 




4 


14 


\l 




4 


21 


0 




0" 


21 


75 


0 


92 


14 


0 




12 


79 


100 




77 


7 


0 




8 


29 •( 


f 

12 

25 




to 

62 
4 


64 


^62 
0 
. 0 




23 
8 
4 
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■ 














14 


8 


26 






School 08 contlnifed 


1974 


1976 


1978 


■ / 




Have you made any modifications to your office for 












handicapped? 












Yes 






8 






No * • 




- 








Modifications: 












Outside entrance 






4 






Interior doors 






4 






Bathroom facilities 






A 






^ovided special equipment 


• 




0 






Operatory 






4 


\ 




X-ray facilities - / 






0 






Other 




/. - 


0 






Not in private practice 




31 






What contacts have you had with organizations for 












the handicapped in your practijce? - . 












None , 






.85 






Incidental with one or more 






4 






Close working relations with one 






12 






Close working relations with two or more 






CL 




V 


Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the 












handicapped? ^ 












Yes 






4 






No 






92 






Have you been a consultant to any group representing 












the handicapped? - 










Yes 












No y 






92 ( 






Since completing dental ^stfhool, have you had aiw 
additional education on dentisti^^ for the handicapped? 






■ \ 
















Yes / 






42 






No" 






58 




• 


If yes, 44.4; you 




• 




• 


- 


» g Have full time r^^idency or graduate enrollment? 




• 


38 






Have o^e or more short course or woritshop? 






4 


• 




Dq informal reading and study? , ' 






4 






What consulta^ons have you had with medical experts 








1 




T^conceming handicapped patients? 












None / 1 

A few' consultations about selected patients 






23 










42 






Precedent consultation about many patient 




• 


31 




f 


' i 
















■•0'' [ 






mc 


VnW,^ 






• 





FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR 
(In Percents) 



School 09 



86 

1974 



113 
1976 



How would you describe your current practice? 



89 

1978 



Self-employeaprof essional 


practice 




34 


25 


38 


Professional partnership 












iU 


Employed professional 


practice 




JO 






Full-time residency or graduate training 






J. J. 


11 


Research and/or teaching 








2 


4 




Militarv jsptvI 










7 


19 


6 


Other 










8 


6 


3 


Have treated the following 






• 














mm 


in office 




43 


40 


38 








in nospi^ax 




47 


32 


48 








referred to 


others 


2 


2 


2 








no conuacu 




19 


31 


19 






mm 


in office 




15 


22 


22 








in nospitax 




30 


26 


28. 








rererreo uo 


Others 


2 




1 








no concacL'' 




49 


50 


51 








in office ^ 


- 


23 


33 


37 








m nospirai 




22 


20 


29 








l.ci.cJ.J.c(J LU 


others 


0 


0 


0 








no COnLaCL. 




48 


46 • 


34 


JU/CdX LiCoS9 






in office 




34 


■ 42 


40 








in hospital 




27 


18 


29 










Others 


0 


0 


" *0 








no conuacu 


- 


35 


40 


33 


Epilepsy 






in office 




,56 


65 


0 53 








in hospital 


• 


43 


26 


40 








referred^ to 


others 


1 


2 


1 








no contact 




13 


17 


22 


Stroke 






in office 




37 


40 > 


37 


\ 






in hospilial 




31 


23 


35 








referred to 


others 


I 


0 


0 








no contact 




29 


37 


36 


Parkinsonism 






in office 




26 


36 


33 








in hospital 




34 


20 


24 


< 






referred to 


others 


1 




0 








no contact 


/ 


38 




4'7 


Arthritis 






in offi(;e 




63 


1 


69 








in hospital 




34 . 


24 


34 








referred to 


others 


0 


1 


0 








no contact , 




9 


11 


13 
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ERIC 









N « 


86 


113 


89 


School 09^ continued 








1974 


1976 


1978 


r o i. 1 omy e x i u i s 




in oiiice 






» 

o 


/; 
ij 






in hospital 




16 


6 


7 






referred to 


others 


0 


1 


1 






no contact 




60 


79 


83 


, Spinal cord injuries 




in office 




6 


4 


11 






in hospital 




15 


13 


25 


1 




referred^ to 




? 


1 


1 






no contact 




67 


73 


63 


nuiLipie sclerosis 


office 




1 n 
iU 


It 

0 


1 

1 J 






in ho&pital 




22 


16 


19 






referred to 


others 


1 




0 






no contact 




60 


72 1 


64 


nuscuicir aysuropny 




m ottlce 




7 


iz 


7 






in hospital 




21 


10 


18 






referred to 


others 


1 


1 


1 






no fonfarf 


h 


* 63 


70 


72 


Facial trauma from accidents 




in office 




J / 




jj 






in hosoital 


/ 


44 


33 


44 






referred to 


others 


1 


2 


1 






no fontart 




27 


19 


28 


riu 1 L ip ly— nana leap pea 




In oiiice 




1 A 
1^* 


1 ft 


1 J 






in hospital 




37 


21 


37 ' 






referred t6 


others 


2 


0 


1 


% 




no contact 




44 


.55' 


48 


Home— bound patient 




m otiice 




ID 


Q 
0 


Q 






in hospital 




14 


7 


13 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 


1 






no contact 




58 


76 


74 


Nursing— home patient 




In ottlce 




Z J 




Id 






in hospital 




31 


25 


28 






referred to 


others 


0 


2 


2 


* 




no contact 




42 


58. 


54 


uieiL paiaue/cieru up 


_ 


in office I 




Zl 


Z / 


Zo 






in" hospitafl 




23 


19 


27 


1 


- 


referred to 


others 


0 




2 


- 




no contract 


\ 


51 


■ 49 


49 


UEner cranioiaciai anoinniiGs 




in office 




(> 


1 f\ 
1 u 


1 7 






in hospital 




19 


r> 


16 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 






mo dontact 




66 


69 


66 


oipxna Diriaa ^ 




in office 




c 

J 




Z, 






in hospital 




3 ' 


4 


3 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 


\ 




no contact 




81 


86 


«« 


Thalidomide deformities/ ^ 




in office 




2 


6 


3 


similar malformations 




in hospital 




1 


2 


7 , 






referred to 


others 


1 


0 


0 






no contact 




84 


85 


84 






-''-27 o 








-J 







N = 


86 


113 


89 


School 09 contlnuGd 








1976 


197 


DiabGtGS /other f»nHnrrdnp 


— in office 




77 


Bl 


80 


disturbances 


- in hospital 




42 


35 


44 




- referred to 


others 


0 


3 


0 




- no contact 




1 


4 


2 


V 

Hemophilia 


^in office 




8 


12 


16 




- iji hospital 




24 


19 


31 




- referred to 


others 


^ 6 


4 


J 




- no contact 




57 , 


61 


54 


Cardiopulmonary disease 


- in office 




66 


11 


70 




- in hospital 




47 


35 


43 




- referred to 


others 


2 


4 


2 




- no contact 






12 


9 


Asthma 


- in office 




70 


73 


76 




- in hospital 






^28 


43 




- referred to 


others 


1 


7 1 


1 




- no contS^ct 




8 


15 


6 


Atherosclerosis ^ 


- in office 


( 


57 


52 


58 




- in hospiti^l 




34 


24 


34 




- referred to 


others 


1 


0 


1 




- no contact 




17 


29 


26 


Emphysema 


- in office 




41 


45 


42 




- in hospital 




31 


19 


31 




- referred to 


Others 


1 


1 


1 


V 


- no contact 




30 


36 


36 


Cystic fibrosis 


- in office 




3 


3 


7 




- in hospital 




8 


5 


9 




- referred to 


others 


1 


1 


0 




- no contact 




♦ 78 ^ , 




83 


Allergic reactions to drugs 


- in office 




52' 


\ 57 


64 


*• used in dental treatment 


- in hospital 




34 


19 


28 


% 


- referred to 


others 


5 


3 


1 




- no contact 




23 


30 


19 


Autism 


- in office 


\ 


5 


■ 1 


2 




- in hospital 




7 


5 


9 




- referred to 


others 


0 


0 ' 


1 




- no contact 




73 


87 


82 


Hyperactivity 


- in office 




44 


37 


13 




- in hospital 




30 


''17 


24 




- - referred to 


others 


2 


4 


6 




- no contact 




28 


42 


45 


Other behavior problems 


- in office 




38 ' 


38 


51 




- in hospital 




35 




29 




- referred to 


others 


2 


3 


3 




- no contact 




22 


39 


28 


T^eultfimia 

Jm^ \^ \A v^UI^ C2 


- in office 




9 


15 


12 




- in hospital 




19 


17 


2'j 




- referred to 


"others 


1 ■ 


Sf 


0 




- no contact 






66 


62 



ERIC 



-22- ^ ' U 

r , 



N = 



School 09 continued 

Other blood dyscraslas 

Brain tumors 

Sarcomas 

/ 

Squamous cell carirlnoma 

/ 

/ 

/ 

Other neoplasm^ 



86 

1974 



113 
1976 



89 

1978 



Experience in school- Course work: 
None at all 

Some mention in passing 
Perhaps one specific course 
Several specific courses 

Experience in school- Clinical: 



in office 




23 


19 


U 


in hospital 




30 . 


19 


33 


referred to 


others 


5 


0 


0 


no contact 




HI 


51 ^ 


1*1 


in office 




3 


17 


8 


in hospital 




14 - 


12 


16 


referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 


no contact 




73 


68 


73 


in office 




6 


5 


12 


in hospital 




14 


12 


11 


referred to 


others 


1 


0 


2 


no contact 


• 


66 


77 


72 


in office 




10 


11 


17 


in hospital 




33 


29 


30 


referred to 


others 




2 


\ 


no contact 






58 


48 


in office 






31 


31 


in hospital 




29 


21 


34 


referred to 


others 


6 


2 


1 


no contact 




38 


48 


35 






7 


3 


1 






• 50 


10 


3 






35 


46 


55 






6 


40 


40 



Noi^fe at all 


20 


0 


1 


Exposed to one or more 


26 


2 


2 


Treated a handicapped patient 


9 


7 


4 


Treated two or more 


44 


90 


92 


Would you say you have 


t 






Active'^ tried to treat handicapped? 


14 


8 


10 


Treated handicapped when they appear? 


80 . 


81 


85 


Generally avoided treating handicapped? 


6 


5 


2 


Was your attitude toward treating handicapped 








changed by school experiences? 








Yes ^ ' 


42 






Yes -= became more, interested 




57 


57 


Yes - became less interested 




1 


J 


^ No 


53 






f No - was already interested 




18. 


25 


No - remained uninterested 




6 


10 


Other 




17 


1 



r 



ERIC 



-23- 



<3 



N = 86 113 89 ' 

School 09 continued 197A 1976 1978 

Have you made any modifications to your office for 
handicapped? . 

Yes 6 
No , 65 

Modif icationo; ^ 

Outside entrance 3 

Interior dooro 3 , 

Bathroom facilities 1 ' 

Provided special equipment .0 

Operatory . 2 

X-ray facilities ^ i 

Other ^ 0 

Not in private practice ' 27 

What contacts have you had with organizations for * 

the handicapped in your practice? . 

None 78 
Incidental with^one or more ' 17» 

Close working relations with one 3 * 

Close working relations with two or more 2 

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the 
handicapped? 

Yes • 0 

No . 100 

Have you been a consultant to any group representing 
the handicapped? 

Yes • 6 

No 93 

Since completing dental school, have you had any 
additional education on dentistry for the handicapped? 

» Yes 54 

No ' . 46 " 
If yes, did you 

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment? 45 
Have one or more short course or workshop? 6 
Do informal reading and study? ' ifi 

Wiat consultations have you had with medical experts 
concerning handicapped p<^tlents? 

None 21 
A few consultations about selected patients 61 
Frequent consultation about many patient 18 

« 



27., 



FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR 
(In Percents) 



N 



School 01 

How would you describe your current practice? 



26 
19 7A 



43 
1976 



29 
1978 



Self-employed professional practice 


09 


J J 


OO 


Professional partnership 




8 


5 


14 


Employed 'professional practice 


12 


5 


7 


Full-time residency or graduate training 


0 


7 


3 


Research and/or teaching 




/« 


2 


7 


Military service 




■ 12 


16 


3 


u cner 




0 


2 


7 


Have treated the following 










Mental Retardation 


- in office 


65 


60 


59 




— In hosoital 


15 


16 


3 








5 


7 




— no -Concaci. 


19 


23 


28 


Cerebral palsy 


- in office 


27 


35 


38 


±11 nuu^xucix 


0 


16 


0 






k 


2 


0 




no contact 


58 


49 


52 


\ 

Blindness ] 


- in office 


27 


33 


4'j 




— \v\ VinfiTi'it^Al 

±11 1 1 V/ 1^ X iaCA^ 


U 


5 


0 


/ 


— rfifprrpd to othPTB 


0 


0 


0 


/ 


nrt />/Ml h n h 
r* 11 (J ivCrn Lui. u 


62 


63 


41 


Deafness 


- in office 


62 


49 


52 








7 


3 




— irci^ ciTTc^A tn othprn 


0 


0 


0 




no cuiitiict 


27 


37 


34 


Epilepsy 


- in office 


77 


84 


79 




- in hospital 




9 


0 




- referred to others 




0 


Q 




- no contact * • 


15 ' 


9 


14 


Stroke 


- in office 


38 




48 




- in hoopital 


U 


■ 5 


0 




- referred to others 


0 


2 


0 




- no contact 


54 


40 


41 


Parkinsonism 


- in office 


35 


14 


17 




- in hoopital 


4 


5 


3 




- referred to others 


0 


0 - 


0 




- no contact 


58 


74 


62 


Arthritis 


- in office 


73 


74 


79 




- In hoopital 


l^ 


5 


0 




- - referred to others 


0 ' 


0 


3 




- no contact 


15 


l\ 


10 



ERIC 
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N - 


26 


A3 


29 










197A 


1976 


1978 


Poliomyelitis 




in office 




27 


35 


28 




- 


in hospital 




0 < 


5 


0 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- 


no contact 




65 


56 


55 


Spinal cord injuries 




in office 




15 


AA 


28 


« 


- 


in hospital 




12 


7 


0 




- . 


referred to 




0 


.0 


0 




— 


no contact 




73 


A2 


59 


Multiple ocleroQio 




in office 




15 


16 


10 




- 


in hospital 




0- 


5 


0 




- 


referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- 


no contact 




77 


7A 


72 


Mu^3cular dystrophy 




in office 




12 


9 


lA 




- 


in hospital 




0 


2 


-'0 




- 


referred to 


others 


0 


0 


'0 




- 


no contact 




81 


77 


76- 


Facial trauma from accidents 




in office 




66 s 


70 


62 






in hospital 




23 


lA 


3 




- 


referred to 


others 


A 


0 


3 




- 


no contact 




27 


19 


2A 


Multiply-handicapped 




in office 




35 


35 


28 




- 


in hospital 




8 


12 


3 




- 


referred to 


othero 




0 


3 




- 


no contact 




SO 




55 


Home-bound patient 




in office 




27 


lA 


lA 




in hospital 




A 


7 


0 




- 


referred to 


others 


A ■ 


0 ' 


0 




- 


no contact 




69 


77 


76 


Nursing-home patient 




in office 




35 


AO' ■ 


31 






in hospital 




15 


12 


7 






referred to 


others 


0 


2 








no contact 




50 


A7 


52 


Cleft pal'^ite/elef t lip 




in office 




31 


33 


59 


- 


in hospital 




8 


9 


3 






referred to 


othero 


8 


2 


7 




- 


no contact 




50 


53 


2A 


Other craniofacial anomalies 




in office 




15 


26 


28 




- 


in hospital 




12 


9 


3 




- 


referred to 


others 


A 


0 


7 


\ 


- 


no contact 




65 


58 


52 


Spina bifida 




in office' 




A 


16 


. lA 






in hospital 




0 


5 


0 




- 


referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- 


no contact 




88 


72 ^ 


76 


1 na 1 KiomiciG nerorroitieG/ 




"in fi^f^fo 

XII \J L L l.\,KZ 




M 
\) 


i. 


•1 

J 


oirallar malf ormatlona 




in hospital 




■ 0 


0 


0 






referred to 


othero 


0 


0 


0 






no contact 




92 


86 


83 



ERIC 



-26- ■ 



s 









N « 


..26 


A3 


29 


hool 01^ continued 




V 




1974 


1976 


1978 


Diabetes/other endocrine 


mm 


in office 




92 


86 


86 


disturbances 




in hospital 




12 


7 


0 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 






• 


no contact 




L 


2 


3 


Hemophilia 


mm 


in office 




23 


16 


Al 






in hospital 






14 


0 






referred to 


o thcrs 


15 


7 


10 


* 




no contact 










Cardiopulmohary disease 


mm 


in office 




85 


81 


... ..fi6_ 






in hospital 




8 


7 


7 








n tViprj^ 


n 


e: 


7 






no Contact 




A 

\j 


Q 


1 7 


Ao thma 


mm 


in office 




88 


81 


83 






in hospital 




4 


7 


3 


c 






n t bp Tfi 


n 
w 


n 
u 








no, contact 




Q 

o 


Q 


71 
' I 


Atherosclerosis 




in office 




58 




59 


• 




In hospital 




8 


^5 


0 






referred to 


o thers 


n 

w 


n 


U 






no contact 

1 ft \^ \m \^ A ft 1* \m %m 




J i. 




J X 


EmphyGGma 




in office 


o 


50 


58 


48 






in hospital 




8 


5 


0 








o thers 


n 
u 


u 


J 






no contact 




J o 






Cystic fibrosis 




in offijee 




0 


7 


10 






In nospltai 




0 




0 






ref erred to 


o thers 




0 


n 






no pontact 

ft ft V/ V/ ft ft W %m 




J L 


O 1* 


7 A 


Allergic reactions to drugs 


— 


in office 




65 ' 


65 


62 


used in dental treatment 




in hospital 




12 


7 


0 






referred to 


D thers 


Q 
O 


n 


-J 






no contact 




1 Q 


7 'A 




Autism 




in office 






7 


3 






in hospital 




0 


5 


0 






referred to 


others 


n 




V/ 






no contact 








ft 'A 

O J 


Hyperactivity 


— 


in office 




50 


"'I [ 


55 






in hospital 




A 


5 \ 


3 




9 mm 


referred to 


others 


o 


n 
u 


7 






no contact 








9ft 


Other behavior probleraa 


mm 


in office 




42 


/.2 








in hoopi tal 




4 


7 


j 






roforrpd to 


o thern 






u 






no contact 






A 7 ^ 


9ft 


Leukemia 




in office 




12 


12 


21 






in hospital 




9 

A 


9 


0 






referred to 


others 


2 


0 






no contact 




.1 


7 A 


()9 




-27- 





N = 


26 * . 


43 


29 


Sehm>*l 01 continued 


\ 


1974 


1976 


1971 


I Other blood dyscraslas^ 


in office 




28 


24 




i.n no up i. i.a± 




Q 


0 


mm 


referred to others 


^ 0 


0 


3 




no contact 


>6 


58 


62 


Brain tumors 


in office 


Iv 


9 


17 


• 


in noopxcaj. 


O 




n 




JLtfJLUJLLUU LO i/'i.iiero 




2 


0 


♦ 


no coiftact ' n 

V * 


69 


77 


69 


Sarcomas 


ijGL.olf ICfi 


. 12 








xn iiocipxi.a± 




9 


0 


• ■» 


referred to others 


0- 


0 


' 0 


* 


no contact 




88 


" 79 


Squamous cell carcinoma 


in office 


12 


14 


14 




i.n tiocip i. ua X 


0 


7 




mm 


referred to others 


8 


. 0 


10 


• 


no contact 


77 


77 


66 


Other nilioplasms 


in office 


19 


26 


21 




in hospital 


8 


12 


0 


- 


referred to others 


15 


2 


14 


• 


no conudci. 








Experience in school - Course work: 










^ — .^-—-^^'^^ None at all 




8 


0 


0 


Q/^mo in fi Ti ^ "1 Ti "f Ti r> fi c! ci "f n c» 






q 


7 


Perhaps one specific course 




35 


47 


31 


Several specific courses ^ 




15 


40 


59 


Experience in school - Clinical: 










None at all 




19 


5 


0 


r«Ap\/v3t;\i \m\j one vjjL mo ^ e 




97 


7 


-J 


Treated a handicapped patient 




8 


19 


7 


Treated two or more 




46 


67 


86 


Would you say you have 










Actively tried to treat handicapped? 








Troaced handicapped when they appear? 


81 


79 


83 


Generally avoided treating handicapped? 


4 


5 


0 


Was your attitude toward treating handicapped 








changed by school experiences? 

/' 










Yes 










Yes - became more interested 






liJ 


62 


Yes - became less interested 






7 


0 


No 




65 






No - was already Interested 






19 


31 


No - remained uninterested 






^5 


3 


Other 






14 


0 



ERIC 



-28- 





Interior doors 



Since eorapletinp, dental school, have you had any 
additional education on-dentisyty for the handicapped/ 



Yeo 
No 



None , . 

A few conisultations about oelected patients 

Frequent consultation about many patient 




^ N = 

School 01 continued 

Have you made any modifications to your office for 
handicapped? » 

Yes V 7 V 41 

Modifications: ^ ^ 

Outside entrance • 



21 



'"^ ^'^'rncm fnr.llitle a^ j q— 

Provided special equipment 

Operatory ^ 7 

X-ray facilities ' .q 
Other ' 7 

Not in private practice 

contacts have you had with organizations for 
the handicapped in your practice? 

'JoK^-y^ 24 
InciiiiSnt^l with one or more ^ 
^los//,woi?kin^teJ.ationa with one 
A^o^>orl^^g relations with two or more 

l{p?e^^r7"ined the Academy of Dentistry, for tBe 
(hlindicapped? ' 

Yea 97 

No , , y 

Have you bfen a consultant to any group representing . 
the handicapped? 

14 

Yes 83 
No 



17 
83 



If yes, did you 

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment? ^ 7 
Have one or more short course or workshop? ^ 
Do informal reading and study? 

What consultations have you had with medical experts 

concerning handicapped patients? 



31 
10 



ERIC 



0 



2S., 
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FOLLOJ*-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS bV YEAR 
(In Percents) 



\ 



School 02 

Uow would you deocribe your current practice? 

Self-employed professional practice 
\ tProf esslonal partnership ' 

"Employed professional practice 
Full-time residency or graduate training 
Research and/or teaching 
Military service ' 
Other ' , 



Have treated the following 
.Mental Retardation 



Cerebral palsy 



Blindness 



Deafness 



Epilepsy 



Stroke 



Parkinsonism 



Arthriti^> 



- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred fex^thers 

- no contact ^ 



- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- nc^ contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in offiAe 

- in hoQpFtal 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to pthers 

- 1^0 contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 
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School 02 eontinuGcl 
Poliomyelitlo 



0 Spinal cord injurleo 



Multiple Gclcrooio 



Muocular dye trophy 



Facial trauma from accidento 



Multiply-handicapped 



Uome-bound patient 



Nurning-home patient 



Cleft palate/cleft lip 



Other craniofaeiBl anomalieo 



Spina bifida 



Thalldomld(p dof ormitico/^ 
oimllar mal f ormationo J 



in office 
in hoopital 
referred to others 
no* contact 

in oftfipc. 
in hospital 
referred to 
no contact 

in office 
in hoopital 
referred to othero 
no contact 

in office 
in hoopital 
referred to othero * 
no contact 

in office 
in hoopital 
referred to othero 
no contact 

in office 
in hoopital ^ 
referred to othero 
contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to oth(^ro 
no contact 

. in office- 

• in hoopital 

. referred to othero 

- no contact 

- in office] 

- in hoopital 
=. referred to othero 

- ho contact 

- in office 

- in hoopital 

- referred to othero 

- no contact 

« in office 

- in hoopital 

- referred to othero 

- no contact 
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In office 
in hoopital 
referred to othero 
no contact 
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School 02 continued 




■ • ^ 


1974 


1976 


1978 


Diabetes/other endocrine 




in office 


89 


• 84 


90 


disturbances 


- 


in hospital 


0 


13 








referred to others 


^ 0 


0 


0 






^np contact 


11 


6 


6 


Hemophilia 




in office 


3 


13 


8 




- 


in hospital 




10 


8 






referred to others 


J 


0 


«> 




no contact 


1 


60 




Cardiopulmonary disease 




in office 


76 


79 


84 




- 


in hospital 


0 


14 


14 




— 


referred to others 


5 


0 


? 0 




— 


no contact 


21 


11 


10 


Asthma 




in office % 


84 


79 , 


82 


* 


- 


in hospital 




10 


a 






referred to others 


0 


0 


0 




— 


no contact 


13 


10 • 


12 


Atheroscl,^rosi's 




il^office' 


45 


56 


62 


- 


in hospital 


0. 


10 


6 




— 


referred to others 


0 


0 


0 




- 


no contact 


47 


27 


30 


^Emphysema 




in office 


50 


51 


44 




- 


in hospital 


0 


10 


10 




— 


re^'ferred to others 


0 


0 


0 


• 


* — 


no contact 


45 


50 


42 


Cystic fibrosis 


— 


in office 


3 


5 


0 




- 


in hospital 


0 


2 


0' 




— 


r'eferred to others 


0 


0 


0 ' 






no contact 


92 


81 


88 


Alldrgic reactions to drug6 




in office 


53 


75 


68 


used in dental treatment 


- 


in hospital 


0 


8 


8 






referred to others 


3 


2 


0 






no contact 


42 


11 


2A 


Autism 


— 


in office , 


5 


3 


6 






in hospita^ > 


0 


2 ■ 


0 




— 


referred to others 


0 


0 


0 




— 


no contact 


89 


81 


82 


Hyperactivity 




in office 


53 


. 56 


38 




- 


in hospital 


0 


5 


0 


« 




referred to others 


0 


2 


2 




— 


no contact 


47 


27 


44 


Other behaviqr problems 




in office 


37 


38 


42 


- 


in hospital 


0 


6 


8 




- 


referred to others 


0 


2 


8. 




— 


no contact ^ 


53 


37 


40 
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^ n of f ^ CP 


8 


13 


16 






In hospital ■ 


0 


10 


4 






referred to others 


3 


2 


0 






no contact 


82 


63 


70 
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School 02 continued 

Other blood dyscrasias 

Brain tumors 

Sarcomas 



Squamous cell carcinoma 

A' 

Other neoplasms ^\ 



- in office 

- it¥ hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- ^in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 
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JO 
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50 




T07A 


1976 
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1978 




18 


14 


14 




0 


11 


8 


Others f 
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0 




76 


59 


66 






16 


18 




0 
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6 


others 
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0 




82 


60 


68 






11 ' 


10 




0" 
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8 


others 
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0 




82 


• 68 


72 






2^ 


20 
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13 


10 


others 


0 


2 


0 




79 


56 


. 62 




^ 90 


37 


36 




n 
u 


10 


8 


others 


'3 


0 


2 




63 


43 


52 



Experience in school" Course work: ^ 
None at all 

Some mention in passilng 
Perhaps one specifijp course 

Several specific courses 

♦ 

Experience in school- Clinical: 

None at all 
Exposed to one or mor^ 
Treated a handicapped patient 
Treated two or more f 

Would you say you have 

Actively tried to tfea.t handicapped? 
Treated handicapped when they appear? 
• Generally avoided treating handicapped? 
Was your attitude toward treating handicapped 
changed by school experiences? 

Yes . 

Yes - became more interested 

Yes - becam^ less interested 

No \ ^ 

No - was already interjpsted , 
No - remained uninterested 
Other ^ 
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37 
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26 
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School 02 continued 

Have you made any modifications to your office for* 
handicapped? 

Yes 
No 

Modifications: 

Outside entrance 
Interior doors 
^ Bathroom facilities 

Provided special equipment . 
Operatory 
X-ray. facilities 
Other 

Not in private practice, 

What contacts have you had with organizations for 
the handicapped in your practice? 

' None J 
Incidental with one or more 
Close working relations with one 
Close working relations with two or more 

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the 
handicapped? 

Yes ^ * 

No 

Have y^u been a consultant to any group representing 
the handicapped? * 

Yes 
No 

Since completing dental school, have you had any 
additional education on dentistry for the handicapped? 

Yes ^ 
No 

If yes, did you 

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment? 
Have one or more short course or workshop? 
Do informal reading and study? ^ 

What consultations have you had with medical experts 
concerning handicapped patients? 

None 

A few consultations about selected patients 
Trequent consultation about many patient 
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FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR 
(In Percents) 



N 



School 03 

How would you describe your current practice? 

Self-employed professional practice 
Professional partnership 
Employed professional practice 
Full-time residency or graduate training 
; Research and/or teaching 
Military service 
Other 



Have treated the following 
Mental Retardation 




Cerebral palsy 



Blindness 



Deafness 



Epilepsy 



Stroke 



Parkinsonism 



Arthritis ♦ 





59 


57 


65 


IV - 


8 


8 




11 


12 


7^ 


8 • 


' 0 


10 


3 


8 


14 


14 


8 


0 


5 


15 



- in office 




55 


81 


73 


- in hospital 




lA 


8 


27 


- referred to 


others 


7 


11 


Q 
O 


-*no contact 




28 


11 


8 


- in office 




28 


24 


46 


- in hospital 




10 


5 


15 


- referred to 


others 


3 


8 


/, 


- no contact 




62 


57 


31 


- in office 




28 


30 


35 


- in hospital 




3 


5 


12 


- referred to 


others 


3 


0 


0 


- no contact 




66 


62 


A2 


- in office 




A8 


57 


5A 


- in hospital 




3 


5 


12 


- referred to 


others 




0 


0 


- no contact 




A8 


38 


31 


- in office 




76 


8A 


77 


- in hospital 




10 


11 


23 


- referred to 


others 


0 


5 


0 


- no contact 




lA 


8 


8 


- in office 




J8 


"38 


A2 


- in hospital 




7 


5 


12 


- referred to 


others 


e 


3 


A 


- no contact 




55 


A6 


31 


» 

- in office 




31 


lA 


38 


- in hospital 




7 


3 


A 


- referred to 


Others 


0 


0 


0 


- no contact 




62 


76 


A6 


- in office. 




79 


8A 


88 


- in hospital 


otherls^' 


7 


8 < 


12 


- referred to 


0 


3 


0 


- no contact 




lA 


11 


4 
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School j03 continued 
Poliomyelitis 



Spinal cord Injuries 




Multiple sclerosis ' 



Muscular dystrophy 



Facial trauma from accidents 



In office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

In office 
In hospital 
referred to 
no, contact 

In office 
In hospital 

ferred to others 
no contact 

In office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

In office 
In hospital 
referre<l to others 
no contact 



N - 


29 


37 




'1974 


1976 




1 24 


14 



r 3 

0 
72 

21 
3 
0 

72 

10 

4 

86 



( 



J 



ERIC 



3 
0 
76 

14 
8 
0 

70 

14 
3 
0 

73 




Multiply-handicapped 


— 


in offide 




17 


35 






In hospital 




14 


8 






referred to 


Others 


3 


3 






no contact 




62 


' 51 


Home-bound patient 




In office 




10 


19 






in hospital 




3 


3 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 






no contact 




83 


65 






in office 




Nursing-home patient 






41 


35^ 






in hospital 




3 


5 






referred to 


others 


0 


3 






no contact 




55 


46 


Gleft palate/cleft lip 




in office 




34 


30 






in hospital 




10 


14 






referred to 


others 


10 


5 






no contact 




48 


51 


Other craniofacial anomalies 




in office 




14 


11 






in hospital 




7 


5 






referred to 


others 


7 


0 






no contact 




76 


73 


Spina bifida 




in office 




3 


8 






in hospital 




0 


0 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 






no contact 




93 


78 


Thalidomide^ deformities/ 




in office 




0 


3 


similar malformations 




in hospital 




0 


0 




referred to 


others 


0 


0 






no contact 




100 


86 
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7 



N 



School 03 continued 

Diabetes/other endocrine 
disturbances 



Hemophilia 



Cardiopulmonary disease 



As thma 



Atherosclerosis 



Emphysema 



Cystic fibrosis 



Allergic reactions to drugs 
used in dental treatment , 



Autism 



Hyperactivity 



Other behavior problems 



Leukemia 



ERLC 



in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

' in office 

• in hospita^ . 

' referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- Tio contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- refe^rred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 
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52 
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58 
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35 
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93 


81 


73 


66 


57 


77 
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15 
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21 


27 
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12 


0 
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97 


81 


65 


52 


43 


62 


7 


5 


19 
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38 


38 


23 


45 


35 


62 
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15 
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0 


28 


46 


12 


28 


19 


^9 


3 


3 


15 


0 


. 0 


0 


69 


68 


50 
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21) 



1 



School 03 continued 

Other blood dyscraslas 

Brain tumors 

Sarcomas 

Squamous cell carcinoma 
Other neoplasms 



N 



in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospjr^l 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 



Experience in school- Course work: 
None at all 

Some mention in passing 
Perhaps one specific course 
Several specific courses 

Experience in school - Clinical; 

None at all ' 
Exposed to one or more ^ 
Treated a handicapped patient 
Treated two or more 

Would you say you have 

Actively tried to treat handicapped? 
Treated handicapped when they appear? 
Generally avoided treating handicapped? 

Was your attitude toward treating handicapped 
changed by school experiences? 

Yes 

Yes - became more interested 
Yes - became less interested 
- No 

No - was already interested 
No - remained uninterested 
Other 
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1976 
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19 
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Q 












7 


8 


12 
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90 
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3 
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19 
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0 
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78 




17 


22 


23 
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11 
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•T 








17 


27 


38 


7 


11 


12 


10 
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0 


62 


57 


35 


0 


0 


0 


59 


41 


8 


31 


49 


73 


10 


11 


19 


52 


35 


8 


10 


24 


15 


14 


19 


42 


14 


11 


35' 


3 


11 


27 


97 
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OO 


69 
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4 


41 








32 


42 
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4 


59 








30 


35 




11 


8 




24 


8 
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29^ 



N « .29 37 78 

197A 1976 1978 
School 03 continued — 

Have you made any modifications to your office for 
handicapped? 

Yes 50 
No " 

Modifications: 

23 

Outside entrance • 19 

Interior doors f? 
Bathroom faeilitie^s . ' <, 0 

^ Provided special equipment " g 

Operatory , • ^ 

X-ray facilities ^ 
Other 

Not in private practice 
What contacts have you had with organizations for 
the handicapped in your practice? 

62 

None 21 
Incidental with one or more ^ 
Close working relations with one 
Close working relations with two or more 

Have you joined the Academy of ^Dentistry for the 
handicapped? 

Yeo 96 
No ' 
^ Hi^e you been 4 ,^|ftpultant to any group representing 
the handicapp 



Yeo 
No 



Since completing dental school, havVyou had any 
additional education on dentistry fot the handicapped? 



Yes 
No 



ERIC ! :39- 2i),j 



8 
92 



31 

69 



If yeo, did you 

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment? ^ 

Have one or more short course or workshop? 

Do informal reading ancl study? 
What conoultationo have you had with medical experts 
concemins handicapped patients? 

27 

None . J 46 

A few consultations about selected patients 
Frequent consultation about many patient 



( 



FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR 
(In Percents) 



■S 



School 04 

How would you describe your current practice? 

Self-eraployed professional practice 

Professional partnership 

Employed professional practice 

Full-time residency or graduate training 

Research and/or teaching 

Military service 

Other 



56 

1974 




60 

1978 



Have treated the following 
Mental Retardation 



Cerebral palsy 



Blindness 



Deafness 



Epilepsy 



Stroke 



Parkinsonism 



Arthritis 



in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
rto contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no^ contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in ^fice 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

iri office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 



36 


43 


67 


12 


15 


8 


20 


13 


12 


4 


6 


5 


5 


0 


12 


30 


19 


12 


2 


9 




50 


57 


62 


21 


18 




2 


2 


J 


32 


30 


20 


16 


^2 


20 


12 


9 


O 

O 


2 




3 


68 


64 


58 


21 


25 


32 


12 


3 


8 


0 


0 


0 


61 


70 


53 


32 


' 34 


52 


14 


4 


7 


0 


1 


2 


50 


58 


37 


61 


76 


75 


14 


9 


li 


2 


0 


I 


25 


16 


12 


38 


57 


47 


21 


9 


7 


0 


0 


0 


39 


34 


37 


20 


U 


27 


11 


7 


7 


0 


0 
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68 


79 


07 


68 


72 


82 




10 


5 


0 


0 


0 


20 


21 


10 



o 
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School 04 continued • 
Polj!omyelitis 

Spinal cord injuries 

• Multiple sclerosis 

Muscular dystrophy 

( 

Facial trauma from accidents 
Multiply-handicapped 
Home-bound patient 
Nuraing-horae patient 
Cleft palate/cleft lip 
Other craniofacial anomalies 



Spina bifida 



Thalidomide deformitieo/ 
similar malformations 



in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to ^ 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
: no contact 

in office 

• in hospital 

• referred to others 

• no contact 

- in office 

- in hosplLtal 
-referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no eontajj^ 

- in officGt' 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- nq contact 



56 


67 


60 


197A 


iy/0. 


1978 


12 


7 


5 


4 


r 


3 


0 


0 


0 


79 


85 


75 


1 9 


19 


17 


9 


3 


10 


0 


1 


0 


73 


76 


58 


5 


7 


^7 


11 ■. 


k 


10 


0 


0 


&' 


77 


87 


53 


9 


6 


13 


9 


3 


I 


0 


1 


0 


77 


88 


68 


62 


49 


63 


25 


15 


15 


2 


6 


3 


20 


30 


25 


18 


21 


27 


11 


9 


12 


' 0 




0 


66 


67' 


53 


J 


15 


13 


5 


\ 1 


3 


0 


0 


2 


82 


79 


63 



16 
11 
,0 
71 



31 
12 
0 

58 



23 
10 
0 
53 
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34 


34 


28 


11 


12 


8 


2 


0 


2 


52 


58 


52 






12 


3 


13 


9 


4 


? 


2 


0 


0 


70 


90 


70 


2 


4 


3 


2 


0 


3 


0 


0 


0 


86 


91 


82 


5 


0 


3 


0 


0 


% 


. 0 


1 


0 


86" 


97 


80 









School 04 continued 

Diabetes/other endocrine 
disturbances 



Hemophilia 



Cardiopulmonary disease 



Ao thma 



AtheroscleroslQ 



EmphyQeraa 



Cystic fibrosis 



Allergic reactions to drugs 
used In dental treatment 



Autism 



Hyperactivity 



Qther behavior problems 



Leukemia 







N ° 


56 


bl 


60 








1974 


1976 


1978 


- 


In office 




80 


85 


92 




In hospital 








13 




referred to 


others 


0 


0 


2 


*• 


no contact 




11 


o 


7 


- 


In office 




12 


13 


8 




In hospital 












referred to 


others 


0 


1 


2 




no contact 




70 


70 


70 


- 


In office * 


80 


84 






in hospital 








15 




referred to 


others 


2 


0 


V 0 




no contact 




Q 




ft 


- 


In office 




77 


78 


90 




In hospital 








8 




referred to 


others 


0 


0 


2 




no contact 




11 


1 9 
1 ^ 


<; 
J 




In office 




43 


40 


78 




in hospital 




15 


7 


1 n 




referred to 


others 


n 
u 


0 


n 


M 


no contact^ 




JO 


Aft 


1 ft 


- 


in office 




38 


48 


60 




in hospital 






u 






referred to 


others 


n 
u 


1 

i. 


ft* 




no contact 




A 1 

A J 


A C 


4o 




in office 




5 


1 


10 




in hospital 




A 


n 

U 






referred to 


others 


n 
u 


n 

u 


2 




no contact 




Q A 




7 7 




in office 




66 


70 


67 




in hospital 




1 A 


7 


8 




referred to 


others 


^ 




9 

(» 




no contact 




1 Q 
io 




99 




in office 




2 


7 


8 




in hospital 




A 
t# 


1 
1 


(I 


mm 


referred to 


others 


U 


n 

u 






no contact 




On 




7*; 


- 


In office 




19 




52 




In hospital 




1 


11 


8 




referred to 


others 


c 


0 


5 




no contact 






jy 


ju 


- 


in nffiee 








53 




in hospital 




1 I) 


A 
0 


1 (1 




referred to 


others 


1 1 

L 1 


J 


7 
f 




no contact 






AO 


9 \ 




in office 




11 


1') 


17 




in hospital 




11 


9 


12 




referred to 


others 


0 


1 


0 




no contact 




75 


7'j 


63 



ERIC 



N 



School 04 continued 

Other blood dyoeraoiao 

Brain tumoro 

Sarcomao 

Squaraouo cell carcinoma 
Other neoplaoiDO 



in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to othero 

- no contact 

^/ in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to othero 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to othero 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred ^to^ othero 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to othero 

- no contact 



Experience in oehool Course work: 
None at all 

Sdrae mention in passing 

Perhaps one specific course 

Several specific courses ^ 

Experience in school Clinical: 

None at all 
Exposed to one or more 
Treated a handicapped patient 
Treated two or more 

Would you say you have 

Actively tried to treat handicapped? 
Treated handicapped when. they appear? 
Generally avoided treating ^handicapped? 

Was your attitude toward treating handicapped 
changed by school experiences? 

Yes ' • 

Yes - became more interested 
Yeo - became less interested 
No 

No - was already interested 
No remained uninterested 
Other 



School 04 continued ^ 

Have you made any modifications to your office for 
handicapped? ^ * ' 

Yes ' 

No ^ 

Modifications: 

Outside entrance ^ 

Interior doors 

Bathroom facilities 

Provided special equipment 

Operatory 

X-ray facilities 

Other 

Not in private practice 

What contacts h^ve you had with organizations for 
the handicapped in your practice? 

None 

Incidental with one or more 

Close working relations with one 

Close working relations with two or more 

Have you joined the Academy of, Dentistry for the 
handicapped? 

Yes 
No 

Have you been a consultant to any group representing 
the handicapped? 

Yes 

No * 

Since completing dental school, have you had any 
adSitional education on dentistry for the handicapped 

Yes . * . 

No 

If yes, did you 

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment? 
. Have one or more short course or workshop? 
; . Do informal reading and study? 

What consultations have you had with medical experts 

concerning handicapped patients? ♦ 

• ■ _ . ' i * • • -. ■ ti. 

None 

0 A few consul^tatlons about selected patients 
Frequent consultation about many patient 
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FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR 
(In Peibtents) 



School 05 

How would you describe your current practice? 

Self-employed professional practice 

Professional partnership 

Employed professional practice 

Full-time residency or graduate training 

Research and/or teaching 

Military service 

Other 

Have treated the following 
Mental Retardation 



Cerebral palsy 



8A 
1976 



71 

1978 



Blindness 



Deafness 



Epilepsy 



^roke 



Parkinsonism 



Arthritis 



52 


61 


42 


21 


11 


13 


15 


8 


27 


3 ' 


4 


7 


1 


2 


6 


8 


5 


11 


A 


12 


11 



— In office 


60 


81 


61 


— In hosoital 


3 


6 


1 




5 


8 


1 . 


- no contact 


27 


14 


32 


— in office 


16 . 


37 


24 


— in hospital 


1 


5 


4 


— -fof oTTpd to others 


4 


2 


1 


- no contact 


70 


5^ 


65 . 


— irv office 


21 


A3 


18 


-r in hospital 


1 


2 


3 


^ rpf prred to others 


0 


0 


0 


- no contact 


66 


54 


73 


"** m o i. i. ± c 


41 


57 


49 


T in hospital % 


1 


1 - 


3 


- referred to others 


1 


, 0 


0 


- no contact 


49 


38 


44 


- in office 


71 


83 


70 


- in hospital 


1 


4 


4 


- referred to others 


0 


1 


0 


- no contact 


22 


14 


23 


- in office 


40 


.61 


46 


- in hospital 


4 


5 


6 


- referred to others 


0 


* 0 


JL 


- no contact 


52 


32 


45 


- in office » 


15 


40 


34 


- in hospital 


1 


5 


1 


- referred to others 


0 


0 


1 


- no fcontact 


74 


54 


59 


- in oflfice 


71 


87 


76 


- in hospital 


3 


4 


1 


- referred to others 


0 


0 


0 


- no contact 


22 


11 


17 











ERIC 



-45- 



29j 



ERIC 









N = 


73 


84 


71 


School 05^ continued 








1974 


1976 


1978 


Poliomyelitis 


— 


In office 




11 


23 


17 


«% 


— 


in hospital 




0 


0 


0 






referred to 


others 




.0 


JO 


4. 




no contact 




Q1 


/ J 


to 

• 


Spinal cord Injuries 




in office 




25 


19 . 


24 




— 


in hospital 




1 


4 


0 


• 


— 


referred to 




0 




0 






no contact 




00 


/ J 


oy 


Multiple sclerosis 


— 


in office 




22 


2A 


28 






in hospital'* 




4 


2 


0 




. - 


referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 






no contact 




00 


■ /U 


AA 

DO 


Muscfilar dystrophy 


— 


in office 




10 


11 


13 




— 


In hospital 




3 


1 


I 




- 


referred to 


others 


0 


0 ^ 


0 


- 




no contact 




78 


O O 3 

82 w 


79 


Facial trauma from accidents 


- 


in office 




•63 


79 - 






- 


in hospital 




'8 


7 \ 


7 




■ - 


referred to 


others 


0 




1 






no contact 




29 


•13 I 




Mul t ip ly-hand i c ap p e d 


- 


in office 




22 


32 1 


18 


t 


- 


in hospital 




4 


5 


3 




— 


referred to 


others 


0 . 


1 


0 






no contact 




63 


57 


■? O 


Home-bound patient * 


- 


in office 




10 


18 


\ 17 




- 


in hospital 




4 


2 


•'1 0 




- 


referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 


\ 




no contact 




78 


75 


75 


Nursing-home patient 


- 


in office 




36 


42 


38 




— 


in hospital 




4 


10 


4 


• 


— 


referred to 


others 


1 


0 


3 






no contact 




53 


46 


3l 


Cleft palate/cleft lip 


— 


in office 




34 


63 


31 




— 


in hospital 




4 


2 


3 




— 


referred to 


others 


7 


0 








no contact 






o o 
J3 




Other craniofacial anomalies 


— 


in office 




11 


21 


14 




— 


in hospital 




3 


2 


1 




— 


referired to 


others 


3 


4 


0 






no contact 




73 


68 


79 


Spina bifida 


— 


in office 




5 - 


10 


« 1 




— 


in hospital 




1 


1 


0 


• 


*- 


referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0' 






no contact 




85 


85 


92 


Thalidomide deformities/ 




in office 


ft 


0 


0 


4 


similar malformations 




in hospital 




1 


1 


0 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 






no contact 




90 


92 


86 



- no c 



30(j 



School £5 continued 

Diabetes /other endocrine 
disturbances 



Hemophilia 



Cardiopulmonary disease 



As thma 



Atherosclerosis' 



Emphysema 



Cystic fibrosis 



Allergic reactions to drugs 
used in dental treatment 



Autism 



Hyperactivity 



Other behavior problems 



Leukemia 





7*^ 
/ J 


84 


71 




1974 


1976 


1978 


- in office 


86 


ft c 


OD 


— in nospxuaj. 


3 


4 


6 


— reiSiiCu uw wuiic^o 


1 


0 


0 


- no contact 


7 


5 


10 


- in office 


8 


21 


1 ft 

10 


— in nospi uaj. 


4 


1 


6 


. vofoY'T'oH others 


7 ^ 


6 


. 0 


- no contjact 


71 


68 


70 


- in office 


74 


79 


/y 


- in hospital 


4 


6 


4 


— re 1 erreu uo uuiici-o 


8 . 


1 


6 

17 


— no contact • 




17 


- in office 


84 " 


89 ^ 


O Q 
OJ 


A mm. W>«nn4^ol 

— In hospital 


3 


4 " " 


3 


— rereirreu to ouiicm 


0 


0 . 


0 


- no contact 


J. J. 


10 


10 


- in office 


52 


64 




— in nospiua-i- 


3 


4 


0 


— r ei erreu uu uuiici-o 


1 


1 




- no contact 


An 




24 


- in office 


52 


0/ 


D J 


- In hospital 




4 


3 


— rererreu uu uuiicj-o 


1 


0 


0 


- no contact 


An 


27 


30 o 


in office 


3 


5 


/ 


— in nospiua± 


1 


0 


V 0 


Y-ofo-r-roH tn others 


1 


0 


0 


— no contact 


OD 


90 


83 


- in office 


73 


6o 


DO 


- ±1^ hospital 




.6 


3 


_ Y-oroTTTToH to others 


0 


.0 


0 


- no contact 




30 


27 


- irr office 


0 


11 


4 


— in hospital 


1 

J. 


2 


0 


— rerenrcci ut/ vruiici-o 


0 


1 


' 0 


— no contact 


ftA 
00 


80 


86 


in office, ^ 


53 


67 


0 

/. ft 

49 


— In hospitax 


1 

A. 


4 


1 


_ r-ofoT'TToH to others 


5 


4, 


1 


— * no contact 




24* 


44 


- in office^ 


49 


54 ^ 




— in nospitai 


J 


2 


4 


•» T'ofoT'TroH to others 


5 


5 


' 3 


— no contact 




31 


34 


- in office 


8 


15 


IB 


- in hospital 


5 


1' 


. 4 


- referred to others 


1 


1 


0 


- no contact 


79 


80 


69 



ERIC 



-47- 



30 



N = 73 84 71 



School 05^ continued 




1974 


1976 


1978 










^/ 


*^ m nospx uax 






9 


u 




O UllU JL O 




9 


n 


- no contact 




67 


64 


55 








xo 


X J 






0 


X 


1 

X 






n 


n 




, * no contact 




81 


11 


79 


v«wuiao Xn OXXX(«t2 




7 


D 


1 1 


. -In yini3n*{^£]1 
XLI tii^O|'Xuax 




1 • 

X 


n 






f\ o T"CJ 


n 
u 


n 


/ J 


- no contact 




84 


88 


/ 79 . 


^^vickujv^uo ^ Q JL ^ X Liquid Xil UXXX^w 






9fi 


9n 
zu 


— In VinRnl^al 












n t"hpT"i5 




n 


3 


- no contact 




63 


67 




Other neoplasms - in office 




23 


40 


37 


- in hospital 




5 


5 


3 




o unu& o 


1 

X 




J 


n n n n ^ Y* ^ 

LIU ^ULIUcIVmU 

0 




0 J 


AO 




Experience in school -Course work: 








1 


None at all 




1 


0 


0 


Some mention in passing 




51 


6 


8 


Perhaps one specific course 




30 


38 


49 


Several specific courses 




15 


50 


41 


Experience in school - Clinical: 










None at all 




18 


4 


0 


Exposed to one or more 




30 


6 


6 


Treated a handicapped patient 




27 


14 


14 


Treated two or more 




22 


75 


80 


Would yoi^ say you have 










Actively tried to treat handicapped? 




1 


8 


8 


Treated handicapped when they appear? 




93 


89 


85 


Generally avoided treating handicapped? 




3 


0 


'3 


Wnfi vnSir n^^i ^iiHp tTHiTflfH ^fpn^inc VinnHi f*flnnpH 










changed hv f3chool pvt^ptI pnrAflf? 










Yes ' 




37 






Yes - became more interested 






60 


72 


Yes - became less interested 






1 


3 


' No 




60 






No - was already interested^ 






20 


15 


No - remained uninterested 






2 


1 


Other . 






12 


6 



\ 

r 

ERIC .48- 3()^> 



N 

School 05^ continued <? 

Have you made any modifications to your office for 
handicapped? 

Yes 
No 

Modifications: 

Outside entrance 
Interior doors 
Bathroom facilities 
Provided special equipment 
Operatory 

X-ray f-acllltles \ 
Other \ 
Not In private practlae 

What contacts have you had with organizations for 
the handicapped In your practice? 

None 

Incldental,jjlth^ one or more 

Close workiSig delations with one 

Close worklng^elatlons with two or more 

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the 
handicapped? 

Yes 
No' 

Have you been a consultant to any group representing 
the handicapped? 

Ye& 
No 

Since completing dental school, have you had any 
additional education on dentistry for the handicapped? 

Yes 

No ■ 

If yes, did you 

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment? 
Have one or more short course or workshop? 
Do Informal reading and study? 

What consultations have you had with medical experts 
concerning handicapped patients? 

None 

A few consultations about selected patients 
Frequent consultation about many patient 



73 

1974 



84 

1976 



\ 



71 

1978 



24 
55 



17 
14 
18 
4 
1 
0 
1 
21 



80 
20 
0 



0 

100 



1 
99 



8 
90 



1 
4 
2 



41 
56 
1 



ERIC 



303 
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FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR 
(In Percents) 



School 06^ 

How would you describe your current practice? 

Self-employed professional practice 

Ptofessional partnership 

Employed professional practice 

Full- time residency or graduate training 

Research and/or teaching ^ 

Military service 

Other 



Have treated the following 
Mental Retardation 



Cerebral palsy 



Blin4«€*!58 



Deafness 



Epilepsy 



Stroke 



Parkinsonism 



Arthritis 



- in office 

- In hospital 

T referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

-An office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- office 

- In hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- In office^ 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 



A7 


24 


89 


L974 


1976 


1978 


30 


5A 


60 


23 


4 


18 


17 


21 


17 


U 


4 


2 


2 


0 


'f 


11 


A 


6 


17 

X / 


12 


2 




62 


71 


17 


12 


7„ 






2 


21 


li 


22 


X J 


25 


37 




8 


6 


0 

\j 


8 


0 


70 


62 


54 


1 7 


46 




2 


8 


3 


n 


0 


0 




50 


63 


A *\ 


58 


56 


L 


8 


4 


u 


0 


0 


A? 


38 


38 


(\(% 


83 


79 


X «l 


8 


3 


- 0 


0 


1 


21 


12 


18 


JO 


58 


'60 




8 


6 


0 


0 


0 




33 


37 


32- 


46 


33 


6 


8 


2. 


0 


4 


. 0 


60 


42 


60* 


79 


83 


65 




B 


4 


0 


0 


0 


13 


12 


10 



ERIC 



-50- 









47 


24 


89 


• 

School 06 continued 




'■* 


1 Q7/i 


X7 / D 


1 Q78 


£^o X xowy X u xa 


— in office 




19 


-12 


17 




- in hospital 




2 


8 


2 




- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- no contact 




72 


79 


76 




— in office 




19 


17 ' 


31 


n 


- in hospital 




' 4 


8 


4 


> 


- referred to 




0 


0 


0 




- no contact 




72 


75 


63 


Miiltlolp ^^c^proRis 


- in of flee 




26 


25 


37 


- in hospital 




- 6 


8 


4 




- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


2 




- no contact 




64 


67 


58 


Mil ci />ti1 n T* .HtfM ^ T"rt oh V 

llUctlsUxcJL Uy I. i. W|^lljr 


- in office " 




2 


17 


16 


- In hospital 




6 


8 


2 




- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- no contact 




91 


75 


78 


ITo r» ^ fi 1 h f"iu iiTiiii f T"rtm fjpp'i Hont c 


— In off i CO 




64 


62 


74 




• - in hospital 




17 


12 


' 6 




- referred 


others 


2 


0 


1 




- no contact 




28 


29 


20 


Mill f'4r*1^j — Vinriil'ff^irti^tfiil ^ 


- In oftict? 




21 


25 


38 




- In hospital 




11 


8 


4 




' referred to 


others 


. 0 


0 


0 




- no coTitart 




64 


71 


54 


riiJ' itj^ l/( ' vjiiu ^/ (i i> i . . . 1 1 k 


- in office 




6 


25 


20 


- in hos(>ital 




4 


8 


4 




- referred to 


oLheVfi 


0 


0 


0 


0 


" no contact 




«1 


n 


71 


Nil 1 f" a It* \ < 1^ n t" \ <*n f" 


- in of ^ ij'p 




49 


18 


')6 




- in hospital 




6 


■ 12 


18 




- referred to 


f>thers 


0 


4 


0 


• 


- no contact 




4 J 


50 


31 


Ploff !^n1nfp/f loft l^n 


- \xi office; 




18 


62 


i.k 


- In hoopl Cal 




6 


8 - 


3 




- r^^ferrod to 


others 


2 


0 


2. 




" no contact 




'il 


31 


51 




- in of f icr 




6 


12 


11 




- In hospital 




0 


8 


1 




« referred to 


others 


I 


. 0 


1 




- no contact 






79 


81 




- in office 




0 


0 


2 


- in hoap ! tal 






4 


2 




- referred tu 


othero 


0 


0 


0 




- no contact 




91 


96 


91 


Thalidomide deformitieo/ 


* 

- in oft ice 




I 


l\ 
\i 


1 


oimllar malforraationr^ 


- in hospital 




2 


4 


1 




- referred to 


othero 


0 


0 


1 




- no contact 




89 


92 


91 



ERIC 
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N » 


A7 


24 


' 89 > 


School 06^ continued 




1974 


1976 


1978- 


DlabAtes/ocher endocrine 


- in office 


o ^ 


OA 




din tufb^QCes 


- in hospital 


13 


8 


7 




- referred to others 


0 


0 


0 


i 




6 


0 


6 


Hemophilia 


- in office 


9 1 


Q 
0 


1 7 




— In hospital 


9 


12 


3 


u 




2 


0 


2 






6H 


79 


75 


Cardiopultnonar>' disease 


- in office 


A 1 
o i 


7Q 


ft A 




— In h ^'^ D 1 1 Ti 1 


13 


8 


8 




- referred to others 


> 


4 


2 








12 


11 


Asthma 


- In ottlce 


7 7 


o 5 


ftft 




- In hoop 1 t3l 


6 


8 


6 




— ref prred to others 


0 


0 


1 




1 1 ' 1 1 1. »i I, b 


15 


12 


9 


Atherosclerosis 


- In OlflrU* 


M j 


C n 
)0 


JO 




- In hos'piuil 




8 


7 




— rf'fprrorJ to others 


0 


0 


1 






49 


42 


37 


Emphysem/i 


« in office 


7 / 


A 7 


/ c 




- in ho'^^D i t n 1 


6 


8 


' 6 




— re ferred to uthers 


0 


0 


0 






34 


29 


24 


• 

Cystic fibrosis 


" in of I Ice 








- In hospital 


2 


8 


1 




- referrei to others 


0 


0 


0 




11 W LV;>lll.il»L 


y 1 


88 


88 


All(>i7UC recirtii:)n5 to drugfl 


- In c)i 1 1 ( <• 


/ U 


jyj 


/ ^ 




- In hoiipl t al 




8 


7 




- referred to others 


2 


0 


4 






:n 


46 


26 


Autifjra 


- In ol / ire 


I* 


{} 


o 




^ in hoop i I a t 


0 


0 


1 


V.' 


referred t(^ others 


0 


rj 


2 






fl/ 


96 


8^ 


Hypoui: t ivltv 


= In office 


/ ) 

'l ) 


>u 


f)U 


- in hospitdJ 


4 


8 


J 




— referred Lu others 


2 


0 


2 




— nn f* on t* *^ f* t ^ 




4? 


36 


Othpr be'havlor probleinq 


in office 


> 1 


L 


b ) 




- in honoltal 


6 


4 


6 




ref ei red t(j others 


6 


0 


10 




||f/ Vaiyii&atxwk* 


36 


67 


27 




- in office 


13 


8 


19 




in hospl tal 


l) 


A 


0 




- referred to others 


0 


' 0 


1 




- no contact" 


77 


• 88 


73 















N ° 




24 


89 


Dcnoox uu CQiiuxuu6u 




1976 


1976 

X7 / w 


1978 






19 


^ X 


26 


- in hospital 




9 


8 


4 


- refer;i:ed to 


others 


2 


0 


2 


- no contact 




68 


71 


64 






17 


17 


24 


- in hospital 




2 


8 


4 


- refeirred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 


- no contact 




74 


79 


70 


ilJ cJ 1. i^UliiCl^ XII UJ>JLX^t» 




11 


12 

X X 




- in hospital 




0 


8 


3 


- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


2 


- no contact 




83 


79 


79 


liO iinrnniin fill 1 f^lff^Tlo^l^ — in nf Fipr* 




19 


8 


19 


- In hospital 




6 


8 


6 


d> - referred to 


others 


0 


4 


4 


- no contact 




70 


79 


71 


i/Luvr 11 tiop I ii umii XII uiixi.t: 






17 

JL # 


27 


4 - In hosplra] 




6 


A 


6 


- referred to 


others 


2 


4 


1 


- no contact 




68 


75 


f>A 


Experience in school -Course work: 










None nt all 




9 


0 


0 


Some raeatlon in pfisolhg 




51 


54 


7 


Perhaps on^ specific coursi 


• 


28 


25 


55 


Several specific courses 




9 


21 


38 


Experience in school - Clinical: 










None at all ^ 




n * 


17 




Exposed to one or more 




17 


21 


18 


Treated a handicapped patient 




26 


25 


21 


Treated two or more 




* 




47 


Wo aid you say you have 










Actively tried to treat handicapped? 




11 


17 


11 


Treated handicapped when they appear? 




87 


79 


85 


Generally avoided treating handicapped? 




2 


4 


0 


VJao your attitude toward treating handicapped 










chanped by school experiences? 


- 


















Vfto _ hecfimp nicirf* Interps tod 






21 


47 


' Ypft -» hpramp lenn interested 






• 

H 




















50 




No - remained uninterested 






8 


8 


Other 






8 


4 



ERIC .3. 307 
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School 06 continued / 

Have you made any modifications to your office (or 
handicapped? 

Yes 
No 

Modifications: 

Out&ide entrance 
Interior doors 
Bathroom facilities 
Provided special equipment 
Opeiratory 
, X-ray facilities 
Other 

Not in private practice 

VJliat contacts have you had with organizations for 
• the handicapped in your practice? 

None 

Incidental with one or more 

Close working relations with one 

Close working relations with two or moro 

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the 
l.andicapped? 

Yefi 
No 

Have* you been a consultant to any group reproscnLing 
ihe handicapped? 

Yes 

No • ^ 

>ince completing dental school, have you Ind any 
additional educ;?itlon on dentistry for the haridicapped 

Yeo 
Nw 

If yes, did you 

Have fMll time re'^ildpncy or graduate t)nrollraent? 
Have one or more short course or workshop? 
Do informal reading and studv? 

IvTiat consultations have you had with medlc/il experts 
eonoemlng handicapped patients? 

None 

• A few consultations about selected patients 
Frequent consultation about many patient 




FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR 
(In Percenta) 



V ■ N - 29 • 10 40 

School 07 1 . 1974 1976 1978 



How would you describe your current practice? 



Self-employed professional practice 




66 


40 


58 


Ptofeasional partnership 






21. 


0 


25 


Eaployed professional practice 




14 


0 


5 


Full-time residency or graduate training 




0 


0 


2 


Rftflparrh and/oir tea chins 






U 






Military service 


• 




. 7 


40 


10 


Other 


■a 


1 


7 


20 


2 


ive treated the following 












Mental Retardation 


- in office 




69 


50 


72 




in hospital 




3 


20 


22 




- referred to 


others 


7 


0 


0 




- no contact 




24 


20 


18- 


Cerebral palsy 


- in office 




38 


40 


40 




- in hospital 




0 


30 


5 




- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- no contact 




.55 


30 


' 48 


Blindness 


- In office 




28 


20 


30 




- In hospital 




3 


0 


10 


7 


- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- no contact 




. 62 


60 


58 


Deafness 


- in office 




34 


. 10 


40 




- in hospital 




3 


0 


8 


•* 


- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- no contact 




59 


60 


45 


Epilepsy 


- in office 




69 


60 


72 




- in hospital 


others 


- 3 


0 ^ 


8 




referred to 


0 


0 


0 


✓ 


- no contact 




17 „ 


20 


20 


Stroke 


- in office 




45 


, 40 


58 




- in hospital 




7 


20 


8 




- referred to 


others 


3 


0 


0 




- no contact 




41 


30 


35 


Parkinsoniam ^ 


- in office 




21 


20 


38 




- in hospital 




0 


0 


5 


V 


- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


' 0 


0 0 


- no contact 




69 


60 


55 


Arthritis 


- In offlcf^ 




■ 83 


30 


82 




- in hospital 




0 


10 


5 




- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- no contact 




14 


^0, 


15 




N 



School 07 continued ^ 
^ Poliomyelitis 

Spinal cord injuries 

Multiple sclerosis 

Muscular dystrophy 

Facial trauma from accidents 



Multiply-handicapped 



Horae-bound patient 



Nursing-horae patient 



Cleft palate/cleft lip 



Other craniofacial anomalica 



Spina bifida 



Thalidomide deformitieo/' 
similar raalformationo 



in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to 
no. contact 

In office / 
In hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
In hospital 
referred to others, 
no contact 

' In office 
• In hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
In "hospital 
referred to otht^rs 
no contact 

in office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
'no contact 

in offico 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

In office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
no 'contact 

in offlee 
in hospital 
referred to others 

• no contact 

. ift office 

• in hospital 

• referred to others 

• no contact 

-j^in office 

• in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 



21 


20 


32 


7 


0 


2 


0 


0 


0 


66 


60 


60 


7 


20 


22 


3 


0 


5 


0 


0 


0 


83 


60 


65 


62 


40 


62 


10 


10 


10 


,3 


10 


0 


21 


30 


32 


lU 


30 


40 


3 


20 


10 


3 


0 


0 


66 


40 * 


48 


lA 


20 


25 


3 


0 


5 


0 


0 


0 


69 


60 


62 


52 


30 


62 


14 


10 • 


10 


0 


0 


0 


31 


50 


^ 28 


31 


30 


. 42 


3 


20 


5 


0 


0 


2 


66 


30 


55 



10 
0 
3 

76 

0 

3 

3 
90 

0 
0 
0 
90 



10 
0 
0 

70 

10 
10 
0 

60 

0 
0 
0 

80 



15 
15 
0 

10 
5 

N) 

80 

2 
2 
0 
85 



ERIC 
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School 07^ continued" 

DlabttM /other, endocrine 
dlBturbancee 



Heaophllla 



Cardiopulmonary alsease 



Asthma ^ 



Atherosclerosis 



Fniphyoema 



Cystic fibroslfi 



llerjfie reactlov 
oed Inydental ti 



A 

used 



iG to drugs 
reatraenc 



Autism 



Hyperactivity 



Other behavior problems 



Leukemia 



N 



- In office 

- In hoapltal 

- referred tc others 

- no contact 

- In office 

- In hospital 

- referred to others'' 

- no contact 

- In office 0 

- Iji hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- In office 

- In hospital 
-^referred to others 
-no contact 

- In office 

- In hospital 

- referred to others 

" no contact ^ 

- In office 

- in -hospital 

- referred tw others 

- no contact 

- In office 

- ij^ospltal 

- referred to others 

- no dontflct 

-^n office 
^ in ho8pl4:al 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- In office 

- In hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- In office 

- 'in hospital 

- refert^ed to others 

- no contact 

- In office 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- no contact 

- in dfiiceT' 

- in hospital 

- referred to others 

- nt> contact 



/ 



29 


10 


40 


1 Q7/. 


ly fo 


1 Q7ft 
xy /o 


97 


60 


88 


7 


If) 


in 

xu 


0 


0 


5 


3 


10 


2 


-21 


10 


15 




1 n 


Q 
O 


0 


0, 


2 


66 


60 


62 


76 


60 


88 


1 n 




1 n 

xu 


10^ 


0 


5 


7 


10 


5 


72 


60 


QQ. 
QO 


J 


in 

xu 


10 


0 


0 


0 


21 


0 




28 


50 


60 


J 


1 n 
xu 


1 n 

xu 


0 


0 


0 


59 


20 


25 


59 


40 


52 




w 




0 


0 


2 


31 


30 


. 38 


7 


0 




U 


A 
U 




0 


0 


0 y 


83 


80 


*62f 


76" 


60 


{ 

52 > 


J 


1 n 
xu 


O 


0 


0 


2 


21 


20 


32 




0 


2 


n 

U 


in 

xu 


5 


0 


0 


0 


86 


70 


\ 82 


59 


20 


42 




xu 


c 


3 


0 


5 


31 


50 


42 


34 


^ 40 


40 


i 


in 

xu 


12 


7 


0 


8 


S2 


40 


40 


17 


10 


15 


3 


10 


8 




0 


0 


72 


60 


70 



I 



o 

ERIC 
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School 07 continued 

Othmt bl'Qod dyscraslas 



Brain tumors 



Sarcomas 



Squamous cell carcinoma 



dther neoplasms 



N 



- In of flee 

- In hbspltal 

- referred to others 
^ no contact 

t,- In office 

- In hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital, 

- referred to 

- no contact 

- in office 

- in hospital 

- referiTed to 

- no contact 



others 



others 



others 



others' 



Experience in school - Course work: 
None at all 

Some mentlo^ in, passing ' 
Perhaps one specific course 
Several specific courses 

""T^erlence in school - Clinical: 

None at all 

.Exposed to one or more 
Treated a°handicapped patient 
Ti:eated two or^more 

Would"' you say you h^ve . ^ 

X. Actively tried to treat handicapped? ^ 
Treated handicapped when they appear? 
Generally avoided treating handicapped? 

W^s your attitude toward treating^ handicapped 
changed by school experiences? ^ 

, Yes 

Yea r became more Interested 
Yes - became l^tss interested 

No : \ 

No - was already interleBted 
No - remalhedl uninterested 
Other ' , 



29 

19 7A 

21 

0 
3 
66 

10 
0 

- 0 
79 

7 

0 . 
3 
79 

7 
3 
3 
79 

28 
• 0 



>10 



86 



Id 

1976 

20 
10 

50 

10 
0 
0 

70 

10 
10 
0 
60 

10 
10 
10 
50 

30 
*10 



70 
0 

20 
0 

. 0 



40 
1978 

15 
8 

2 
62 

15 
5 
0 

72 

18 
2 
2 

68. 

60 

32 
5 



10 


0 


2 


55 




58 


3 


0 


0 


86 


20 


20 


7 


- 40 


45 


3 


40 


35 


45 


0 


0 


34 


10 


2 


3 


0 


12 


14 


90 


85 



7 


20 


12 


86 


70 


82 


7 


0 


0 



48 
0 

35 
5 
10 



ERIC 



312 
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School 07 continued 197A 1976 1978 
^ * ■ 
Hvve you made any Botflflcatlona' to your office for 
handicapped? 

Yes 20 

No 70 

» 

Modifications: 

Outside entrance 18 

Interior doors 12 

Bathroom facilities 8 

Provided special equipment \ 0 

Operatory 2 

X-ray faclMtlea 5^ 

Other 0* 

Not In private practice 10 

What contacts have you had with organizations fot' 
the handicapped In your practice? 

None 75 

Incidental with one or more ^ 22 * 

Close working relations with one 2 

Close working relations with two or more 0 

Have you Joined the Academy of Dentistry fop the 
handicapped? 

Yes ,0 

No 100 



Have you been a consultant to any group representing 
* the handicapped? 



Yes ' 12 
No ' . 88 

Since completing dental school » have you had any 
additional education on dentistry for the hikndlcapped? 

Yes X ' 12 

No ^ 82 

If yes, did you 

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment? 12 

Hav^ one or more short couirse or workshop? 2 

Do Informal reading and study? ^ 5 

What consultations have you had with medical experts 
concerning handicapped patients? 

None 20 

A few consultations about selected patients 62 

Frequent consultation about many patient 15 



ERIC 



37.9 
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FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR 
(In Percents) 



N 



School 10 

How \jould you describe your current practice? 

Self-employed professional practice 

Professional partnership 

Employed professional practice 

Full-time residency or graduate training 

Research and/or teacHlng 

Military service 

Other 



Have treated the following 
Mental Retardation 



Cerebral palsy 



Blindness 



Deafness 



Epilepsy 



Stroke 



Parkinsonism 



Arthritis 



In office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

In office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 



in office 
In hospital 
referred to 
no contact 



ol 



thers 



In office 
in hospital 
refeigred to others 
no contact , 

In office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

In office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

In office 
In hospital 

• referred to ^others 
' no contact 

► In office 

• In hospital ' 

• referred to others 
- no contact 





79 
1978 



74 


66 


. 75 


^ 6 


2 


5 


6 


6 


3 


' 0 


■ 7»« 


4 


1 


2 


1 


9 , 


4 


5 


6 


13 


10 



58 


73 


" 72 


.9 


° 9 


' 4 


'3 


6 . 


8 


29 


12 


18 


19 


32 


43 


7 


4 


1 


0 


. » 0 


1 


61 


53 


47 


30 


34 


46 


1 


4 


1 


0 


0 


1 


59 


50 


48 


48 


59 


58 


6 


3 


3 


0 


0 


0 . 


39 


31 


33 ■ 


80 


76 


80 


6 " 


7 


5 


0 


0 


0 


12 


13 


14 


54 


54 ■ 


65 


7 


4 


4 


1 


0 


1 


29 


33 


25 


20 


29 


35 


3 


1 


4 


0 


.0 


0 


67 


56 


54 


84 


80 ' 


87 


6 


8 


4 


0 


0 


1 


7 


9 . 


6 



ERIC 
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N = 


69 


90 


79 


School 10 continued . ' 








19/4 


' 19/0 




Poliomyelitis 




In office 




22 


20 


19 




- 


In hospital 


\ 


1 


0 


1 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 


( 

Spinal cord Injuries 


- 


no* contact 




68 


64 




— 


In office 




22 


20 


20 


- 


Iri hospital"^ 




4 


7, 


5 






referred to 




0 


0 


1 




- 


no contact , 


0 


67 


62 


. 67 


Multiple sclerosis 


— 


In o|kflce 




16 


14° 


23 


- 


In hospital 




4 


1 


4 




— 


referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- 


no contact * 




70 


°' ' 67 


67 


Muscular dystrophy 




In office 




9 


13 




- 


±n hospital 




3 


0 


3 






referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 


c * 


- 


no contact 




80 


69 


76 


Facial trauma from accidents 




In office 




57 


70 


71 






In hospital 




10 


10 


6 






referred to 


others 


4 


2 


8 


«^ 


- 


no contact 




28 


°18 


20 


Multiply-handicapped 




In office 




33 


31 


44 




- 


In hospital 




6 


7 


4 




referred to 


others 


3 


0 


5 : 




- 


no contact 




52 ' 


51 


48 


Home-bound patient 


- 


In office 




14 


19 " 


23 




- 


In hospital 




6 


4 


1 






referred' to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- 


no contact 




70 


63 


61 


Nursing-home patient 


- 


In office 




32 


34 


43 


- 


In hospital 




16 


4 


10 






referred to 


others 




1 


3 


^ ♦ 


- 


no contact 




43 


48 


44 


Cleft palate/cleft lip 


— 


In office 




35 


34 


27 


- 


In hospital 




4 


4 


1 r 




— 


referred to 


others 


1 


3 


5 




- 


no contact 




58 


49 


62 


Other craniofacial anomalies 


— 


in office 




14 


17 


15 . 




- 


In hospital 




1 


3 


3 




_ 


referred to 


others 


0 


0 


4 




- 


no contact 




75 


68 


70 


Spina bifida 




In office 




3 


10 


8 


- 


In hospital 




3 


1 


1 




— 


referred to 


others 


0 


0 . 


0 




- 


no contact 




86 


76 


80 


Thalidomide deformities/ 




In oirlce 




A 


0 


1 

X 


similar malformations 


- 


In hospital 




' 0 


0 


0 






referred to 


others 


0 


1 


0 






no contact 




83 


80 


87 






-61- 
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School 10 continued 

Dlabetea/other endocrine 
disturbances 



Hemophilia 



Cardiopulmonary disease 



As thma 



Atherosclerosis 



Emphysema 



Cystic fibrosis 



Allergic reactions to drugs 
used In dental treatment . 



Autism 



Hyperactivity 



Other behavior problems 



Leukemia 



N 



In office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

In office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

In'of flee 
In hosplta]|. 
referred to others 
no contact 

In office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
"no contact 

In office 
in hospital 
referred td others 
no contact 

In office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

In office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

In office 
In hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

In office 
In hospital 

• referred to otherB 

' no contact ' 

• In office 

• In hospital 

' referred to others 

• no contact 

• In office 

• Iti hospital 

• referred to others 

- no contact 

- In office 

• In hospital 

• referred to others 

- no contact 



69 


90 


/9 


19 7A 


1976 


1978 




86 


92 


6 


9 


A 


0 


0 


A 


3 


3 




17 


18 


20 


4 


3 


/. 


A 


7 


0 


65 


61 


03 


75 


7A 


89 


7 


Q 

Q 


Q 
O 


4 


1 

1 


3 


ij 


13 




81 


77 


. 86 


6 


o 
o 




0 


0 


A 
U 


12 


11 


A 

9 


A9 


59 


73 • 


6 


A 


A 


b 


0 


A 
0 


38 


26 


1 D 

lo 


62 


58 


•73 


6 


A 


e 


0 


A ^ 

0 


0' 


28 • 


27 




A 


7 


6 


1 


0^ 


1 


0 - 


0 


A 
U 


8A 


73 




61 


63 


73 


7 


3 




3 


6 


D 


28 


18 


Id 


6 ■' 


7 


A 


1 


1 


J. 


0 


0 


L 


8 A 


7A 




A3 


56 


A9 


1 


A 




0 


3 


3 


■48 


30 


•JO 

3V 


36 


38 


A6 


7 


A 




A 


1 




A2 


' /I 

Al 


3/ 


12 


11 


22 


4 


A 


A 


1 


1 


0 


74 


71 


70 . 



erJc 
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Oil 


on 


79 


School 10 continued 




1974 


1976 


1978 


Other blood djrscraslas - Iti offtce 




25 


16 


24 


in "^-nospicax 








4 


£^6i.Grr6Q CO 


ocners 


J 


1 


1 


no concacc 


• 




OH 


65 


Brain tumors - in office 




12 


11 




in nospicax 




/. 

H 


3 


4 


Lt=^t=£^£^t=UUO 


ocners 


U 


0 


0 








/O 


73 


Sarcomas - in office 




12 


10 


9 


in Hospital 




3 


2 


4 


£^t=^t:£^£^6U UO 


ocners 


U 


0 , 


0 








73 


77 


Squamous cell carcinoma - in office 




16 


20 


23 


in nospi cai 




/. 
H 


3 


6 


V ^ ti^ t:£^£^t=U CO 


ocners 


A 


1 


5 


t» no concacc 




/O 


64 


61 


vutic:^ iicu pxoct ui£9 ~ in ocnce 




28 


28 


35 


- in hospital 




4 


2 


5 


- referred to 


others 


1 


0 


4 


« - no contact 

• 




59 


54 


53 


cijvpui. xt^uvt^ ill ocnool course worK* 










None at all 




3 


J 

0 


0 


Some mention in passing 




1 7 
1 / 


J 


4 


Perhaps one specific course 




"61 


52 


63 


Several specific courses 




19 


43 


33 


uApt^ ^ xtfiA^tf Xil odllJOi L«liniCcilS 










None at all 




7 


0 


1 


Exposed to one or more 




Q 


7 


o 
o 


Treated a handicapped patient n> 




28 


34 


34 


Treated two or mote 




54 


59 


57 


Would you say you have 


• 








n(-i--Lvt2xy cxieu°co cxeac nanoicappeui 




4 


14 


13 


Treated handicapped when they appear? 




OA 


82 • 


87 


Generally avofided treating handicapped? 




1 


1 


0 


wao jruu^ ci^i.xi.uut= cuwci£^u c£^eacing nanuicappeQ 










diau^t^u uy ocnooi experiences! 










Yes 




43 






Yes - became more interested 






69 


41 


Yes - became less interested 






0 


4 


No 




57 






No - was already interested 






18 


42 


No - remained uninterested 






3 


8 


Other 






> 9 


5 
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197A 1976 1978 

School 10 continued 

Have you made any modifications to your office for. 

handicapped? 24 

Yes 61 

No „ . 

Modifications: 2o 

Outside entrance 11 

Interior doors 8 

Bathroom facilities 1 

Provided special equipment ' 5 
Operatory .0 

X-ray facilities _ 3 

Other ' 15' 
Not in private practice 

What contacts have you had with organizations for 
the handicapped in your practice? 

None 19 

Incidental with one or more 8 

Close working relations with one ^ 
Close working relations with two or more 
Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the 

handicapped? q 

Yes ^ 100 

No „ 
Have you been a consultant to any group representing "A 
the handicapped? g 

Yes 90 
No 

Since completing dental school, have you had any 
adSrtionar education on dentistry for the handicapped? 

Yes . ' 87 

No 

If yes, did you 

Have full time residency or graduate enrollment? ^ 
Have one or more short course or workshop? g 
Do informal reading and study? 
What consultations have you had with medical experts 
concerning handicapped patients? - 

A°fL consultations about selected patients . 76 

Frequent consultation about many patient 
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FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS BY YEAR 
(In Fercents) 



School 11 

How would you describe your current practice? 

Self-employed professional practice 

Professional partnership 

Employed professional practice 

Full-time residency or graduate training 

flesearch and/or teaching 

Military service j ' 

Other 





44 

1978 



62 


53 


73 


15 


2 


9 


4 


8 


11 


0 


4 


7 


8 


4 


5 


19 


31 


2 


4 


4 


5 



Have treated the following 
Mental Retardation 



Cerebral palsy 



Blindness 



Deafness 



Epilepsy 



Stroke 



Parkinsonism 



Arthritis 





In office 




50 


59 


64 


- 


In hospital 




15 


16 


16 


— 


referred to 


others 


4 


2 


0 




no cone ace 






9Q 




- 


In office 




19 


16 


25 


- 


In hospital 




0 


12 


14 


— 


referred to 


others 


4 


0 


0 




no cQuLacb 




AO 

U J 


A5 


57 


- 


In office 




31 


29 


43 


- 


In hospital 




,12 


10 


7 




referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




no contact 




54 


55 


39 




in office 




42 


16 


61 




in hospital 




8 


4 


7' 




referred to 


Others 


0 


0 


0 




no contact 




46 


71 


20 




in office 




77 


71 


82 




in hospital 


f 


8 


16 


7 




referred to 


Others 


0 


2 






no contact 




' 15 


20 


9 




in office 




54 


43 


48 




in hospi^Ql 




0 


a 


11 




ref errep t«L 


,.<ith^rs 


4 


2 


0 




no contkct 




46 


43 


43 








19 


33 


14 




in hospital 




0 


2 


11 




referred to 


Others 


4 • 


0 


0 




no contact 




69 


55 


64 




In office 




1 


84 


84 




in hospital 






6 


7 




referred to 


Others 


0^ 


0 


0 


«•» 


no contact 




8 


12 


11 
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School 11 continued 
Poliomyelitis 

Spinal cord injuries 

Multiple sclerosis 

Muscular dystrophy 

Facial trauma from accidents 

Multiply-handicapped 

Home-bound patient 

Nursing-home patient 

Cleft palate/cleft lip 

Other eraniofaeial anomalies 

Spina bifida 



Thalidomide deformities/ 
similar malformations 



N ° 




49 


/.A 




197A 


1976 


1978 


- in office 


2/ 


1 A 


Xu 


- in nospitai 


n 
V 


A 
*t 


0 


- referred to others 


u 


A 
U 


0 


no couucicu 


65 


69 


10 


- in office 


Z / 


1 


25 


- in nospitai 




L 


11 


- referred to 


U 




0 


no con uiiu u 


62 


67 


57 


- in office 


97 




27 


- in hospital 


n 
u 


8 


14 


- referred to others 


0 


n 
u 


n 
\j 


— no conuucu 


65 


1 69 


55 


- in office 


12 


1 n 


9 


- ±n hospital 


u 




5 


- referred to others 


0 


A 




— no conuacu 


81 


78 


" 75 


- in office 


69 


0 J 




- in hospital 


1 0 




18 


- referred to others 


4 


4 


n 
u 


*^ no Cv/nuu(.u 


23 


22 


27 


- In office 


19 




20 


- in hospital 


A 
U 




14 ' 


- referred to others 


0 


0 


u 


no conuiii- u 


73 


63 


59 


- in office 


Iz 




7 
t 


- in hospital 


U 


fl 


2 


- referred to others 


0 


o 

l 




no coLiucii-u 


77 


84 


75 


- in office 


50 


z^ 




- in hospital 


Q 
O 


A 
u 


23 


- referred to others 


0 




A 

u 




42 


61 


50 


-» in office 


42 




1 A 


- in nfispitai 


Q 
O 


A 


9 


- referred to otncrs 


0 


O 






50 


45 


66 


- in office 


Q 
O 


1 Q 




- in hospital 


A 

^^ 


ft 


7 


- referred to others 


4 




n 
u 




11 


67 


80 


- in office 


4 ' 




ft 


r in hospital 


if 


A 
*t 


0 


- referred to others 


0 


A 
U 


ft 


— no contact 


(5 J 


' o^ 


86 


- in office 


0 


0 


5 


- In hospital 


0 


2 


0 


- referred to others 


0 


0 


0 


- no contact 


92 


88 


80 
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School 11 continued 


- 


4 


1974 


1976 


1978 


• 

Diabetes/other endocrine 


- In office 




92 


96 


89 


disturbances 


- In hospital 




15 


14 


9 




- referred to 


Others 


0* 


0 


2 




no contact 




0 


2 


9 


Hemophilia 


- In office 




15 


18 


16 




- In hospital 




12 


14 


14 




- referred to 


others 


4 


4 


7 




- no contact 




65 


59 


55 


Cardiopulmonary disease 


- In off j^ce 




73 


76 


82 




- In hospital 




15 


16 • 


16 




- referred to 


others 


4 


0 


2 




- no contact 




15 


16 


5 


Asthma 


- In office 




92 


86 


73 




- In hospital 




15 


10 


9 


• 


- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- ho contact 




4 


10 


16 


Atherosclerosis 


- in office 




62 


41 


50 




- In hospital 




0 


10 


7 




- referred to 


others 


0 




0 


• 


- no contact 




35 


51 


39 


Emphysema 


- In office 




58 


39 


52 




- In hospital 




8 ^ 


12 


11 




- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


2 




- no contact 




35 


47 


32 


Cystic fibrosis- 


- In office 




4 


4 


5 


* 


- In hospital 




0 


0 


0 




- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




no contact 




88 


86 


82 


Allergic reactions to drugs 


- In office 




85 


61 


66 


used In dental treatment 


" In hospital 




12 


12 


n 




- referred to 


others 


0 


4 


2 




no contact 




8 


22 


23 


Autism 


' - In office 




0 


4 


9 




- In hospital 




0 


2 


2 




- referred to 


others 


0 


0 


0 




- no contacvfe. 




88 


. 88 


75 


Hype r ac t Ivl ty^^ 


- In office 




62 


43 


43 


In hospital 




4 


8 


7 




referredMio 


others 


4 


0 


2 




- no contact 


/ 


31 


45 


43 


Other behavior problems 


- in office 


\ 


54 


33 


45 




- In hospital 


A 


4 


8 


9 




- referred to 


Others 


4 


4 


2 




- no contact 




27 


53 


30 


Leukemia 


- in office 




12 


18 


16 




- in hospital 




0 


10 


11 




- referred to 


others 


4 


0 


0 




- no contact 




81 


65 


61 
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, School n continued 

Other Ijflood dyscrasi^s^ 



J 



Brain tumors 



Sarcomas 



Squamous cell carcinoma 



Other neoplasmo 



N 



in office 
Itt hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to othe|^_ 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contacts 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 

in office 
in hospital 
referred to others 
no contact 



1974 



Experience in school Course work: 
None at all 

Some mention in passing 
Perhaps one specific cajjjroe 
Sevetal specific courses 

Experience in school Clinical: 

None at all 

Exposed to one or more 

Treated a handicapped patient 

Treated two or more 

Would you say you have 

Actively tried to treat handicapped? 
Treated handicapped when they appear? 
Generally avoided treating handicapped? 

Was your attitude toward treating handicapped 
changed by school experiences? 



Yes 



Yes - became more interested 
Yes - became less interested 
No 

No - was already interested 
No - remained uninterested 
Other 



58 





1 1 

12 


1 fl 


1 A 
Xu 


4 


6 


11 


. 0 


2 


0 


77 


61 


61 






16 


0 


4 


0 


4 


0 


2 


77 


73 


70 


Lj 




7 


0 


4 


2 


4 


2 


2 


73 


73 


75 


2/ 




1 1 


15 


10 


11 


8 


0 


2 


46 


51 


66 






' 25 


Q 
O 


1 0 


1 1 


/ 

M 


n 
U 




54 


47 


50 


0 


0 


0 


54 


4 


,2 


23 


41 


14 


23 


55 


84 








15 


0 


2 


8 


2 


2 


19 «^ 


31 


7 


DO 


D / 


89 


0 


8 


16 


100 


88 


82 


0 


0 


0 










69 . 


61 



12 
0 
16 



23 
11 

2 
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School 11 continued 

Have you made any modifications to your office .'^or 
handicapped? 

Yes 



1974 



49 . 
1976 



No 

i 

Modifications: 



Outside entrance 
. Interior doors 
Bathroom facilities 
Provided special equipment 
Operator/ 
X-ray facilities 
Other 

Not in private practice 

What contacts have you had with organiza 
the handicapped in your practice? 



ns for 



None^ 

Incidental with one or more 

Close working relatl#hs with one 

Close working relations with two or more 

Have you joined the Academy of Dentistry for the 
handicapped? 

Yes 
No 

Have you been a consultant to any group representing 
the handicapped? 

Yes 
l^o 

Since completing dental school, have you had any 
additional education on dentistry for the handicapped? 

Yes 
No 

If yes, did you 

Have fttll time residency or graduate enrollment? 
Have one or more short course or workshop? 
Do informal reading and study? %y 

What consultations have you Had with medical experts 
concerning handicapped patients? 



r 



None 

A fe» consultations about selected patients 
Frequent consultatldn about many patient 



44 

1978 



36 
57 



20 
20 
30 
2 
5 
5 
5 
7 



86 
14 
0 
0 



100 



7 
93 



23 
77 



5 
9 
14 



14 

80 

5 
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